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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  key^  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
week. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14CFRPart97 

[Docket  No.  26789;  Arndt  No.  1481] 

Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures:  Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  establishes, 
amends,  suspends,  or  revokes  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures 
(SIAPs)  for  operations  at  certain 
airports.  These  regulatory  actions  are 
needed  because  of  changes  occurring  in 
the  National  Airspace  System,  such  as 
the  commissioning  of  new  navigational 
facilities,  addition  of  new  obstacles,  or 
changes  in  air  traffic  requirements. 
These  changes  are  designed  to  provide 
safe  and  e^cient  use  of  the  navigable 
airspace  and  to  promote  safe  fli^t 
operations  under  instrument  fli^t  rules 
at  the  affected  airports. 

DATES:  Effective:  An  effective  date  for 
each  SIAP  is  specified  in  the 
amendatory  provisions. 

Incorporation  by  reference-approved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  31, 1980,  and  reapproved 
as  of  January  1, 1982. 
addresses:  Availability  of  matter 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
amendment  is  as  follows: 

For  Examination — 

1.  FAA  Rules  Docket,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591; 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  affected  airport  is 
located:  or 


3.  The  Flight  Inspection  Field  Office 
which  originated  the  SIAP. 

For  Purchase — 

Individual  SIAP  copies  may  be 
obtained  from: 

1.  FAA  Public  Inquiry  Center  (APA- 
200),  FAA  Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20591;  or 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located. 

By  Subscription — 

Copies  of  all  SIAPs.  mailed  once 
every  2  weeks,  are  for  sale  by  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  US 
Government  Printing  Office, 

Washington,  DC  20402. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul }.  Best,  Flight  Procedures  Standards 
Branch  (AI%-420),  Technical  Programs 
Division,  Flight  Standards  Service, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone  (202) 
267-8277. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  to  Part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  97) 
establishes,  amends,  suspends,  or 
revokes  Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (SIAPs).  The  complete 
regulatory  description  of  each  SLAP  is 
contained  in  the  appropriate  FAA  Form 
8260  and  the  National  Flight  Data  Center 
(FDC)/Pennanent  (P)  Notices  to  Airmen 
(NOTAM)  which  are  incorporated  by 
reference  in  the  amendment  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(a),  1  CFR  part  51.  and  §  97.20 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FAR).  Materials  incorporated  by 
reference  are  available  for  examination 
or  purchase  as  stated  above. 

The  large  number  of  SIAPs,  their 
complex  nature,  and  the  need  for  a 
special  format  make  their  verbatim 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
expensive  and  impractical.  Further, 
airmen  do  not  use  the  regulatory  text  of 
the  SIAPs,  but  refer  to  their  graphic 
depiction  of  charts  printed  by  publishers 
of  aeronautical  materials.  Thus,  the 
advantages  of  incorporation  by 
reference  are  realized  and  publication  of 
the  complete  description  of  each  SLAP 
contained  in  FAA  form  documents  is 
unnecessary.  The  Provisions  of  this 
amendment  state  the  affected  CFR  (and 
FAR)  sections,  with  the  types  and 
effective  dates  of  the  SIAPs.  This 


amendment  also  identiHes  the  airport, 
its  location,  the  procedure  identification 
and  the  amendment  number. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
part  97)  establishes,  amends,  suspends, 
or  revokes  SIAPs.  For  safety  and 
timeliness  of  change  considerations,  this 
amendment  incorporates  only  specific 
changes  contained  in  the  content  of  the 
following  FDC/P  NOTAM  for  each 
SIAP.  The  SLAP  information  in  some 
previously  designated  FDC/Temporary 
(FDC/T)  NOT  AMs  is  of  sudi  duration  as 
to  be  permanent.  With  conversion  to 
FDC/P  NOT  AMs,  the  respective  FDC/T 
NOTAMs  have  been  cancelled. 

The  FDC/P  NOTAMs  for  the  SIAPs 
contained  in  this  amendment  are  based 
on  the  criteria  contained  in  the  U.S. 
Standard  for  Terminal  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (TERPs).  In 
developing  these  chart  changes  to  SIAPs 
by  FDC/P  NOTAMs,  the  TERPs  criteria 
were  applied  to  only  these  specific 
conditions  existing  at  the  affected 
airports. 

This  amendment  to  part  97  is  effective 
upon  publication  of  each  separate  SIAP 
as  contained  in  the  transmittal.  All  SIAP 
amendments  in  this  rule  have  been 
previously  issued  by  the  FAA  in  a 
National  Flight  Data  Center  (FDC) 

Notice  to  Airmen  (NOTAM)  as  an 
emergency  action  of  immediate  flight 
safety  relating  directly  to  published 
aeronautical  charts.  The  circumstances 
which  created  the  need  for  all  these 
SIAP  amendments  requires  making  them 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Further,  the  SIAPs  contained  in  this 
amendment  are  based  on  the  criteria 
contained  in  the  US  Standard  for 
Terminal  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (TERPs).  Because  of  the 
close  and  immediate  relationship 
between  these  SIAPs  and  safety  in  air 
commerce,  I  find  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  before  adopting  these  SIAPs 
are  unnecessary,  impracticable,  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and, 
where  applicable,  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  these  SIAPs  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Conclusion 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
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necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  "significant  rule"  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  For  the  same 
reason,  the  FAA  certifies  that  this 
amendment  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  97 

Air  traffic  control.  Airports, 
Incorporation  by  reference.  Navigation 
(Air),  Standard  instrument  approaches, 
Weather. 


Issued  in  Washington.  DC  on  February  28, 
1992. 

Thomas  C.  Accardi, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  97)  is 
amended  by  establishing,  amending, 
suspending,  or  revoking  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures, 
effective  at  0901  UTC  on  the  dates 
specified,  as  follows: 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  97 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

NFDC  Transmittal  Letter 


Authority:  49  U.S.C.  App.  1348, 1354(a). 
1421  and  1510;  49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR 
11.49(b)(2). 

2.  Part  97  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§§  97.23, 97.25, 97.27, 97.29, 97.31, 97.33, 
97.35  [Amended] 

By  amending:  §  97.23  VOR,  VOR/ 
DME,  VOR  or  TACAN,  and  VOR/DME 
or  TACAN:  §  97.25  LOC,  LOC/DME, 
LDA,  LDA/DME,  SDF,  SDF/DME; 

§  97.27  NDB,  NDB/DME;  §  97.29  ILS, 
ILS/DME,  ISMLS,  MLS,  MLS/DME, 
MLS/RNAV;  §  97.31  RADAR  SIAPs; 

§  97.33  RNAV  SIAPs;  and  §  97.35 
COPTER  SIAPs,  identified  as  follows; 


Effective 

State 

City 

Airport 

FDC  No. 

SIAP 

02/13/92 

CO 

FDC  2/0858 

VOR/DME-B  ORIG. 

02/13/92 

GA 

FDC  2//0863 

VOR/DME-B  AMDT  6. 

02/13/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0864 

NDB  RWY  7,  AMDT  9. 

02/13/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0867 

RNAV  RWY  25.  AMDT  6. 

02/13/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0868 

RNAV  RWY  7  AMDT  6. 

02/13/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0868 

NDB  RWY  4  AMDT  4. 

02/13/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0869 

NDB  RWY  22  AMDT  4. 

02/13/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0871 

VOR  RWY  4  AMDT  14. 

02/13/92 

TN 

FDC  2/0877 

VOR/DME-A  AMDT  3. 

02/14/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0892 

ILS  RWY  7  AMDT  7. 

02/14/92 

MO 

FDC  2/0920 

VOR  RWY  9  AMDT  2. 

02/14/92 

NC 

FDC  2/0901 

NDB  RWY  22  ORIG. 

02/14/92 

NC 

Erwin . . . 

FDC  2/0902 

VOR/DME  RWY  4  AMDT 

02/14/92 

SC 

FDC  2/0897 

1. 

LOC  RWY  5  AMDT  1. 

02/14/92 

SC 

FDC  2/0898 

VOR  RWY  5  AMDT  9. 

02/14/92 

SC 

Anderson . 

FDC  2/0899 

NDB  RWY  35  AMDT  1. 

02/14/92 

SC 

Anderson . 

FDC  2/0900 

RNAV  RWY  23  AMDT  5. 

02/14/92 

SC 

Greemvood . . . 

FDC  2/0694 

VOR  RWY  9  AMDT  12. 

02/14/92 

SC 

FDC  2/0695 

VOR  RWY  27  AMDT  11. 

02/14/92 

SC 

FDC  2/0896 

NDB  RWY  27  ORIG. 

02/T8/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0959 

VOR-A  AMDT  3. 

02/18/92 

GA 

Elberton . 

FDC  2/0957 

VOR/DME  RWY  10 

AMDT  2. 

02/18/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0960 

VOR/DME  RWY  13 

AMDT  4. 

02/18/92 

GA 

HomerviUe . 

FDC  2/0958 

NDB  RWY  14  AMDT  1. 

02/18/92 

GA 

FDC  2/0963 

VOR/DME-A  AMDT  3. 

02/19/92 

NH 

FDC  2/0997 

NDB  RWY  8  AMDT  7. 

02/19/92 

NH 

Laconia . . . 

FDC  2/0998 

LOC  RWY  8  AMDT  6 

02/20/92 

SC 

Hilton  Head  Island . . . 

FDC  2/1006 

VOR/DME-A  AMDT  9. 

02/25/92 

MO 

St  Louis 

FDC  2/1080 

LOC  BC  RWY  6  AMDT  2. 

02/25/92 

MO 

St  Lnuis . 

FDC  2/1081 

ILS  RWY  30R  AMDT  6. 

02/26/92 

MO 

St  Louis . 

FDC  2/1112 

VOR  RWY  26L  AMDT  4. 

02/26/92 

MO 

St  Loi«s 

FDC  2/1113 

VOR  RWY  8R  AMDT  6. 

02/26/92 

MO 

St  Louts 

FDC  2/1114 

ILS  RWY  8R  AMDT  12. 

NFDC  Transmittal  Letter 
Attachment 

Fort  Collins 

Downtown  Fort  Collins  Airpark 
Colorado 

VOR/DME-B  ORIG... 

EB^ective:  02/13/92 

FDC  2/0858/3V5/  FI/P  Downtown  Fort 
Collins  Airpark,  Fort  Collins,  CO  VOR/DME- 
B  Orig...Circling  CAT  B  VIS  1 V*.  This 
becomes  VOR/DME-B  ORIG  A. 


Brunswick 
Glynco  Jetport 
Georgia 

VOR/DME-B  AMDT  6... 

Effective:  02/13/92 

FDC  2/0863/^K/  H/P  Glynco  Jetport, 
Brunswick,  GA.  VOR/DME-B  AMDT  6...  add 
note... When  LCL  ALTM  not  received,  proc 
NA.  delete  note...activate  MALSR  RWY  7  and 
HIRL  RWY  7-25  CTAF.  This  becomes  VOR/ 
DME-B,  AMDT6A 


Brunswick 
Glynco  Jetport 
Georgia 

NDB  RWY  7,  AMDT  9... 

Effective:  02/13/92 

FDC  2/0864/BQK/  Fl/P  Glynco  Jetport, 
Brunswick.  GA  NDB  RWY  7,  AMDT  9...MSA 
from  BQ  LOM  2600.  add  note... When  LCL 
ALTM  not  received,  proc  NA.  delete 
note...activate  MALSR  RWY  7  and  HIRL 
RWY  7-25  CTAF.  This  becomes  NDB  RWY  7 
AMDT9A. 
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Brunswick 

Malcolm  McKinnon 
Georgia 

NDB  RWY4  AMDT4... 

Effective:  02/13/92 

FDC  2/08M/^I/  FI/P  Malcolm  McKinnon, 
Brunswick,  GA  NDB  RWY  4  AMOT  4...MSA 
from  lUK  NDB  2800.  This  becomes  NDB  RWY 
4AMDT4A. 

Brunswick 
Glynco  Jetport 
Georgia 

RNAV  RWY  25.  AMDT  6... 

Elective:  OZllSlSZ 

FDC  2/0867/]^K/  n/P  Glynco  Jetport. 
Brunswick,  GA.  RNAV  RWY  25.  AMDT 

6.. .add  note...When  LCL  ALIM  not  received, 
proc  NA.  delete  note._activate  MALSR  RWY 
7  and  HIRL  RWY  7-25  CTAF.  This  becomes 
RNAV  RWY  25.  AMDT  6A. 

Brunswick 
Glynco  Jetj  oil 
Georgia 

RNAV  RWY  7  AMDT  6... 

Effective:  02/13/92 

FDC  2/O068/]^K/Fl/P  Glynco  Jetport. 
Brunswick.  GA  RNAV  RWY  7  AMDT6...add 
note...When  LCL  ALTM  not  received  proc 
NA.  delete  note...activate  MALSR  RWY  7 
HIRL  RWY  7-25  CTAF.  This  becomes  RNAV 
RWY  7  AMDT  6A. 

Brunswick 
Malcolm  McKinnon 
Georgia 

NDB  RWY  22  AMOT  4.. 

Effective:  02/13/92 

FDC  ZlO&^lSSlI  Fl/P  Malcolm  McKinnon. 
Brunswick.  GA.  NDB  RWY  22  AMDT 

4.. .MSA  from  JUK  NDB  2600.  This  becomes 
NDB  RWY  22  AMDT  4A. 

Brunswick 

Malcolm  McKinnon 
Georgia 

VOR  RWY  4  AMDT  14... 

Effective:  02/13/92 

FDC  2/0871 /SSI/  Fl/P  Malcolm  McKinnon. 
Brunswick.  GA  VOR  RWY  4  AMOT  14„MSA 
from  SSI  VORTAC  280a  This  becomes  VOR 
RWY4AMDT14A. 

Brunswick 

Glynco  Jetport 
Georgia 

ILS  RWY  7  AMDT  7... 

Effective:  02/14/92 

FDC  2/0892/^K/  FI/P  Glynco  Jetport, 
Brunswick.  GA.  ILS  RWY  7  AMOT  7-MSA 
from  BQ  LOM  2600.  add  note...When  LCL 
ALTM  not  received,  proc  NA.  delete 
note...activate  MALSR  RWY  7  and  HIRL 
RWY  7-25  CTAF.  This  becomes  ILS  RWY  7 
AMDT7A. 

Elberton 

Elbert  County-Patz  Field 
Georgia 

VOR/DME  RWY  10  AMDT  2... 

Effective;  0Zh6l9Z  ' 

FDC  2l(m7/27At  FI/P  Bbert  COunty-Patz 
Field,  Elberton,  GA.  VOR/DME  RWY  10 
AMDT  2.-delele  note...activate  MIRL  and 
VASI  RWY  10-28  CTAF.  This  becomes  VOR/ 
DME  RWY  10  AMDT  A. 


HomerviUe 

Homerville 

Georgia 

NDB  RWY  14  AMDT  1... 

Effective:  02/18/92 
FDC  2/0958/HOE/  FI/P  Homerville. 
Homerville.  GA.  NDB  RWY  14  AMDT 

1.. .delete  note...activate  MIRL  RWY  14-32 
and  VASI  RWY  14-CTAF.  This  becomes  NDB 
RWY  14  AMDT  lA. 

Dublin 

W.H.  'Bud'  Baron 
Georgia 

VOR-A  AMDT3... 

Effective:  02/18/92 

FDC  2/0959/DBN/  R/P  Wil.  *Bud’  Baron, 
Dublin.  GA.  VOR-A  AMDT  3...delete 
note...activate  MIRL  RWY  2-20  CTAF.  This 
becomes  VOR-A  AMDT  3A. 

Griffin 

Griffin-Spalding  County 
Georgia 

VOR/DME  RWY  13  AMDT  4_. 

Effective:  02/Wl92 

FDC  ZtoamltAzf  FI/P  GrifTm-Spalding 
County.  Griffin,  GA.  VOR/DME  RWY  13 
AMDT  4...delete  note...activate  MIRL  RWY 
13-31 122.a  This  becomes  VOR/DME  RWY 
13  AMDT  4A. 

Homerville  ‘ 

Homerville 

Georgia 

VOR/DME-A  AMDT  3... 

Effective:  02/18/92 
FDC  2/0963/HOE/  R/P  Homerville. 
Homerville.  GA.  VOR/DME-A  AMDT 

3.. .delete  note...activate  MIRL  RWY  14-32 
and  VASI  RWY  14  CTAF.  This  becomes 
VOR/DME-A  AMDT  3A. 

St  Charles  ■* 

St  Charles 
Missouri 

VOR  RWY  9  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  02/14/92  ;  - 

FDC  2/0920/3SQ/  R/P  St  Charles,  St 
Charles,  MO.  VOR  RWY  9  AMDT  2..E-9  ALL 
CATS  HAT  498;  circling  HAA  CAT  A  49a  B/ 
C  518.  DME  M1N.-S-0  HAT  ALL  CATS  37a 
circling  HAA  CAT  A  43a  B/C  5ia  Airport 
ELEV/TDZE  RWY  9-.442.  lliis  becomes  VOR 
RWY  9  AMDT  2A.:  ’ 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

LOC  BC  R  WY  6  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  02/25/92 : 

FDC  2/1080/STL/  R/P  Lambert-St  Louis 
Inti.  St  Louis.  MO.  LOC  BC  RWY  6  AMDT 

2.. .add  note...disregsrd  GS  indications.  MSA 
STL  2800.  This  becomes  LOC  BC  RWY  6 
AMDT6A, 

St.  Louis 

Lambert-St.  Louis  Inti. 

Missouri 

ILS  Rwy  3(HI  Arndt  6... 

Effective:  02/25/92  I 

FDC  2/1081 /STL/ R/P  Lambert-St.  Louis 
Inti.  St.  Louis.  MO  ILS  Rwy  3(Ht  Arndt 

6.. .MSA  STL  280a  This  becomes  ILS  Rwy  30R 
Arndt  6 A. 


St  Louis 

Spirt  of  St.  Louis 
Missouri 

VOR  Rwy  26L  Arndt  4... 

Effective:  02/28/92 

FDC  2/1112/SUS/  R/P  Spirit  of  St  Louis. 

St.  Louis,  MO  VOR  Rwy  26L  Arndt  4...ALTN 
MINS  CAT  A/B/C.~Standard,  CAT  D  800- 
zy*.  This  becomes  VOR  Rwy  26L  Arndt  4A. 

St.  Louis 

Spirit  of  St.  Louis 
Missouri 

VOR  Rwy  8R  Arndt  a.. 

Effective:  02/26/92 

FDC  2/1113/SUS/  R/P  Spirit  of  St  Louis. 

St.  Louis,  MO  VOR  Rwy  8R  Arndt  6...Change 
note  to  read.~INOP  Components  Table  does 
not  apply  CATS  A/R  ALTN  MINS  CATS  A/ 
B/CL.St3ndard.  CAT  D  800-2 y4.  This 
becomes  VOR  Rwy  8R  Arndt  BA. 

5/.  Louis 

Spirit  of  St.  Louis 

Missouri  ILS  Rwy  8R  Arndt  IZ... 

Effective:  02/26/92 

FDC  2/1114/SUS/  R/P  Spirit  of  St.  Louis, 
St.  Louis,  MO  ILS  Rwy  8R  Arndt  12-.Change 
S-ILS-8R  DH  to  662  All  CATS.  S-LOC-8R 
HAT  all  CATS  to  55a  TDZE  Rwy  8R  462 
(Change  airport  sketch).  This  becomes  ILS 
Rwy  8R  Arndt  12A. 

Erwin 

Harnett  County 
North  Carolina 
NDB  Rwy  22  Orig... 

Effective:  02/14/92 

FDC  2/0901/37W/  R/P  Harnett  County. 
Erwin,  NC  NDB  Rwy  22  Orig..X)elete 
note~.Activate  MIRL  Rwy  4-22  CTAF.  This 
Becomes  NDB  Rwy  22  Orig  A. 

Erwin 

Harnett  County .  , 

North  Carolina 
VOR/DME  Rwy  4  Arndt  1... 

Effective:  02//14/92 

FDC  2/0902/37W/  R/P  Harnett  County. 
Erwin,  NC  VOR/DME  Rwy  4  Admt  l-Delete 
note~JVctivate  Mirl  Rwy  4-22  and  Vast  Rwy  4 
Ctaf.  This  becomes  VOR/DME  Rwy  4  Arndt 
lA. 

Laconia 

Loconia  Muni 
New  Hampshire 
NDB  Rwy  8  Arndt  7... 

Effective:  02/19/92 
FDC  2/0997/LCl/  R/P  Loconia  Muni. 
Laconia,  NH  NDB  Rwy  8  Arndt  7..J)elete 
notes,  "Caution  high  terrain  south  of 
airport.”,  “Activate  Miris  Rwy  a-2a  VASI 
and  REIL  Rwy  8-CTAF.”.  This  is  NDB  Rwy  8 
Arndt  7A.  .1 

Laconia 
Loconia  Muni 
New  Hampshire 
LOC  Rwy  8  Arndt  a.. 

Effective:  02/19/92 
FDC  2/0998/LCl/  Fl/P  Loconia  Muni. 
Laconia,  NH  LOC  Rwy  8  Arndt  a-Add  note, 
"ADF  required.”  Delete  notes,  “Caution  high 
teri-ain  sourth  of  airport.",  "Activate  MIRLS 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  47  /  Tuesday,  March  10,  1992  /  Rules  and' Regulations 


Rwy  8-26,  VASI  and  REILS  Rwy  6-CTAF,". 
This  is  LXX]  Rwy  Arndt  8A. 

Greenwood 
Greenwood  County 
South  Carolina 
VOR  Rwy  9  Arndt  12... 

Effective:  02/14/92 
FDC  2/0894/GRD/  FI/P  Greenwood 
County,  Greenwood,  SC  VOR  Rwy  9  Arndt 
lZ..L)elete  note...Activate  REIL  Rwys  9  and 
27-122.8.  This  Becomes  VOR  Rwy  9  Arndt 
12A. 

Greenwood 

Greenwood  County 
South  Carolina 
VOR  Rwy  27  Arndt  11... 

Effective:  02/14/92 
FOG  2/0894/GRD/  FI/P  Greenwood 
County,  Greenwood,  SC  VOR  Rwy  27  Arndt 
ll...Delete  note...Activiate  REIL  Rwys  9  and 
27-122.8.  This  becomes  VOR  Rwy  27  Arndt 
llA. 

Greenwood 

Greenwood  County 
South  Carolina 
NDB  Rwy  27  Orig... 

Effective:  02/14/92 
FDC  2/0896/GRD/  FI/P  Greenwood 
County,  Greenwood,  SC  NDB  Rwy  27 
Orig...Delete  note...Activate  REIL  Rwys  9  and 
27  CTAF.  This  becomes  NDB  Rwy  27  Orig  A. 

Anderson 
Anderson  County 
South  Carolina 
LOG  Rwy  5  Arndt  1... 

Effective:  02/14/92 

FDC  2/08^/ AND/  FI/P  Anderson  County, 
Anderson,  SC  LOC  Rwy  5  Arndt  l...Delete 
note...  When  CTLZ  not  in  effect«l.  Use  Greer 
ALSTG.  2.  Increase  all  MDA’s  120  Feet.  3. 
Activate  MIRL  Rwy  5-23  CTAF.  Altn  Mins 
standard.  This  becomes  LOC  Rwy  5  Arndt  lA. 
Anderson 
Anderson  County 
South  Carolina 
VOR  Rwy  5  Arndt  9... 

Effective:  02/14/92 

FDC  2/08^/ AND/  FI/P  Anderson  County, 
Anderson,  SC  VOR  Rwy  5  Amdt  9...Delete 
note... When  CTLZ  not  in  effect...!.  Use  Greer 
ALSTG.2.  Increase  all  MDA's  160  Ft  3. 
Activate  MIRL  Rwy  5-23  CTAF.  Altn  Mins 
standard.  This  becomes  VOR  Rwy  5  Amdt 
9A, 

Anderson 
Anderson  County 
South  Carolina 
NDB  Rwy  35  Amdt  1... 

Effective:  02/14/92 

FDC  2/0899/ AND/  FI/P  Anderson  County, 
Anderson,  SC  NDB  Rwy  35  Amdt  l...Delete 
note... When  CTLZ  not  in  effect...!.  Use  Greer 
ALSTG.  2.  Increase  ail  MDA's  160  Feet  3. 
Activate  MIRL  Rwy  5-23  CTAF.  Altn  mins 
standard  except  CAT  D  600  2V*.  This 
becomes  NDB  Rwy  35  Amdt  lA. 

Anderson 
Anderson  County 
South  Carolina 
RNAV  Rwy  23  Amdt  5.„ 


Effective:  02/14/92 

FDC  2/0900/ AND/  FI/P  Anderson  County, 
Anderson,  SC  RNAV  Rwy  23  Amdt  5...Delete 
Note... When  CTLZ  not  in  effect...!.  Use 
Greet  ALSTG.  2.  Increase  all  MDA's  160  Ft.  3. 
Activate  MIRL  Rwy  5-23  CTAF.  Altn  mins 
standard.  This  becomes  RNAV  Rwy  23  Amdt 
5A. 

Hilton  Head  Island 
Hilton  Head 
South  Carolina 
VOR/DME-A  Amdt  9... 

Effective:  02/20/92 

FDC  2/1006/491/  FI/P  Hilton  Head,  Hilton 
Head  Island,  SC  VOR/DME-A  Amdt 
9...Missed  APCH...Climbing  right  tiun  to  2000 
VIA  SAV  R-081  to  Seler/Sav  17  DME  and 
hold.  This  becomes  VOR/DME-A  Amdt  9A. 

Columbia/Mount  Pleasant 
Maury  County 
Tennessee 

VOR/DME-A  Amdt  3... 

Effective:  02/13/92 

FDC  2/0877/MRC/  FI/P  Maury  County, 
Columbia /Mount  Pleasant  TN  VOR/DME-A, 
Amdt  3...Change  ARPT  Elev  to  677.HAA  603 
CAT  A  and  B,  683  CAT  C  and  D.  Change  note 
to  read...If  LCL  ALSTG  not  received  use 
Nashville  ALSTG  and  increase  all  MDA's  200 
Ft.  This  becomes  VOR/DME-A  Amdt  3A. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5556  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  97 

[Docket  No.  26796;  Amdt  No.  1482] 

Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures;  Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  establishes, 
amends,  suspends,  or  revokes  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures 
(SIAPs)  for  operations  at  certain 
airports.  These  regulatory  actions  are 
needed  because  of  the  adoption  of  new 
or  revised  criteria,  or  because  of 
changes  occurring  in  the  National 
Airspace  System,  such  as  the 
commissioning  of  new  navigational 
facilities,  addition  of  new  obstacles,  or 
changes  in  air  traffic  requirements. 
These  changes  are  designed  to  provide 
safe  and  efficient  use  of  the  navigable 
airspace  and  to  promote  safe  flight 
operations  under  instrument  flight  rules 
at  the  affected  airports. 

DATES:  Effective:  An  effective  date  for 
each  SlAP  is  specified  in  the 
amendatory  provisions. 

Incorporation  by  reference — approved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  31, 1980,  and  reapproved 
as  of  January  1, 1982. 


ADDRESSES:  Availability  of  matters 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
amendment  is  as  follows: 

For  Examination — 

1.  FAA  Rules  Docket,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20591; 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located;  or 

3.  The  Flight  Inspection  Field  Office 
which  originated  the  SlAP. 

For  Purchase — 

Individual  SLAP  copies  may  be 
obtained  from: 

1.  FAA  Public  Inquiry  Center  (APA- 
200),  FAA  Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20591;  or 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located. 

By  Subscription — 

Copies  of  all  SIAPs,  mailed  once 
every  2  weeks,  are  for  sale  by  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office, 

Washington,  DC  20402. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA-HON  CONTACT: 
Paul ).  Best,  Flight  Procedures  Standards 
Branch  (AFS-420),  Technical  Programs 
Division,  Flight  Standards  Service, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone  (202) 
267-8277. 

8UPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  to  part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  97) 
establishes,  amends,  suspends,  or 
revokes  Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (SIAPs).  The  complete 
regulatory  description  of  each  SlAP  is 
contained  in  official  FAA  form 
documents  which  are  incorporated  by 
reference  in  this  amendment  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(a).  1  CFR  part  51.  and  §  97.20 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FAR).  The  applicable  FAA  Forms  are 
identified  as  FAA  Forms  8260-4,  and 
8260-5.  Materials  incorporated  by 
reference  are  available  for  examination 
or  purchase  as  stated  above. 

The  large  number  of  SIAPs,  their 
complex  nature,  and  the  need  for  a 
special  format  make  their  verbatim 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
expensive  and  impractical.  Further, 
airmen  do  not  use  the  regulatory  text  of 
the  SIAPs,  but  refer  to  their  graphic 
dipiction  on  charts  printed  by  publishers 
of  aeronautical  materials.  Thus,  the 
advantages  of  incorporation  by 
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reference  are  realized  and  publication  of 
the  complete  description  of  each  SlAP 
contained  in  FAA  form  documents  is 
unnecessary.  The  provisions  of  this 
amendment  state  the  affected  CFR  (and 
FAR)  sections,  with  the  types  and 
effective  dates  of  the  SIAPs.  This 
amendment  also  identifies  the  airport, 
its  location,  the  procedure  identification 
and  the  amendment  number. 

This  amendment  to  part  97  is 
efffective  upon  publication  of  each 
separate  SIAP  as  contained  in  the 
transmittal.  Some  SIAP  amendments 
may  have  been  previously  issued  by  the 
FAA  in  a  National  Flight  Data  Center 
(FDC)  Notice  to  Airmen  (NOTAM)  as  an 
emergency  action  of  immediate  flight 
safety  relating  directly  to  published 
aeronautical  charts.  The  circumstances 
which  created  the  need  for  some  SIAP 
amendments  may  require  making  them 
effective  in  less  than  30  days.  For  the 
remaining  SIAPs,  an  effective  date  at 
least  30  days  after  publication  is 
provided. 

Further,  the  SIAPs  contained  in  this 
amendment  are  based  on  the  criteria 
contained  in  the  U.S.  Standard  for 
Terminal  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (TERPs).  In  developing  these 
SIAPs,  the  TERPS  criteria  were  applied 
to  the  conditions  existing  or  anticipated 
at  the  affected  airports.  Because  of  the 
close  and  immediate  relationship 
between  these  SIAPs  and  safety  in  air 
commerce,  I  Hnd  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  before  adopting  these  SIAPs 
are  unnecessary,  impracticable,  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and, 
where  applicable,  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  some  SIAPs  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It.  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  ‘‘major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  For  the  same 
reason,  the  FAA  certifies  that  this 
amendment  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  97 

Air  traffic  control.  Airports, 
Incorporation  by  reference.  Navigation 


(Air),  Standard  instrument  approaches. 
Weather.  Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on 
February  28, 1992. 

Thomas  C.  Accardi, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  97)  is 
amended  by  establishing,  amending, 
suspending,  or  revoking  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures, 
effective  at  0901  utc  on  the  dates 
specified,  as  follows: 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  97 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  App.  1348, 1354(a), 

1421  and  1510;  49  U.S.C.  106(g)  and  14  CFR 
11.49(b)(2). 

2.  Part  97  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§S  97.23, 97.25, 97.27,  97.29,  97.31,  97.33, 
97.35  [Amended] 

By  amending:  S  97.23  VOR,  VOR/DME, 

VOR  or  TACAN,  and  VOR/DME  or  TACAN; 

S  97.25  LOC,  LOC/DME,  LDA,  LDA/DME, 
SDF,  SDF/DME;  S  97.27  NDB,  NDB/DME; 

§  97.29  ILS,  ILS/DME,  ISMLS,  MLS,  MLS/ 
DME,  MLS/RNAV;  S  97.31  RADAR  SIAPs: 

S  97.33  RNAV  SIAPs;  and  S  97.35  COPTER 
SIAPs,  identihed  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  May  28, 1992 
Vancouver,  WA — Pearson  Airpark,  LDA  BC- 

A,  Orig. 

Vancouver,  WA — Pearson  Airpark,  LDA  BC 
RWY  8,  Arndt.  4,  Cancelled 

*  *  *  Effective  April  30, 1992 

Nome.  AK— Nome.  NDB/DME  RWY  2,  Orig. 
San  Jose.  CA — San  Jose  International,  VOR/ 
DME  RWY  30L,  Orig. 

Akron,  CO — Akron- Washington  Co,  VOR 
RWY  29.  Orig. 

Kahului,  HI— Kahului,  NDB/DME  RWY  2. 
Amdt.  1 

Kahului,  HI— Kahului.  NDB  RWY  20.  Amdt. 
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Staples,  MN — Staples  Muni,  NDB  RWY  14, 
Amdt.  1 

Billings.  MT— Billings-Logan  Inti,  NDB  RWY 
27R,  Orig.,  Cancelled 

Helena.  MT — Helena  Regional,  LOC/DME 
BC-C,  Amdt.  3 

Helena,  MT — Helena  Regional  ILS  RWY  27, 
Amdt.  1 

Boonville,  MO — Jesse  Viertel  Memorial, 
VOR-A,  Amdt.  4 

Boonville,  MO — )esse  Viertel  Memorial,  NDB 
RWY  18.  Amdt.  9 

Ogallala,  NE — Searle  Field,  VOR  RWY  8, 
Amdt.  4 

Ogallala.  NE-Searle  Field,  VOR  RWY  26. 
Amdt.  4 

Omaha.  NE— Millard,  NDB  RWY  12.  Amdt.  10 
Atlantic  City.  NJ — Atlantic  City  Inti,  VOR 
RWY  4.  Amdt.  14 


Atlantic  City,  NJ — Atlantic  City  Inti,  VOR 
RWY  13.  Amdt.  3 

Atlantic  City,  NJ — Atlantic  City  Inti,  VOR/ 
DME  RWY  22.  Amdt.  4 
Atlantic  City,  NJ — Atlantic  City  Intl,  VOR 
RWY  31.  Amdt.  15 

Atlantic  City,  NJ — Atlantic  City  Inti,  ILS 
RWY  13.  Amdt.  4 

Atlantic  City,  NJ — Atlantic  City  Inti, 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  13 

Columbus,  OH — Ohio  State  University,  NDB 
RWY  9R,  Amdt.  2 

Columbus.  OH — Ohio  State  University,  NDB 
RWY  27L.  Amdt.  6 

Columbus,  OH — Ohio  State  University,  ILS 
RVVY  9R,  Amdt.  4 

Columbus.  OH — Ohio  State  University,  VOR/ 
DME  RNAV  RWY  27L,  Amdt.  5 
Columbus,  OH — Rickenbacker,  VOR  RWY 
23L,  Amdt.  6 

Columbus,  OH — Rickenbacker,  ILS-1  RWY 
5R.  Amdt.  I 

Delaware,  OH — ^Delaware  Muni,  VOR  RWY 
28,  Amdt.  5 

Delaware.  OH — Delaware  Muni,  NDB  RWY 
10.  Amdt.  4 

Lancaster,  OH — Fairfield  County,  VOR-A. 
Amdt.  8 

Lancaster,  OH — Fairfield  County,  NDB  RWY 
28,  Amdt.  6 

Lancaster,  OH^ — Fairfield  County,  VOR/DME 
RNAV  RWY  10.  Amdt.  8 
Lorain/Elyria,  OH— Lorain  County  Regional, 
VOR-A.  Amdt.  1 

Marysville,  OH — Union  County,  NDB  RWY 
27.  Amdt.  3 

Mount  Vernon,  OH— Knox  County,  VOR-A. 
Amdt.  7 

Mount  Vernon.  OH — Knox  County,  VOR/ 
DME  RNAV  RWY  10.  Amdt.  2 
Mount  Vernon,  OH-^Knox  County,  VOR/ 

.  DME  RNAV  RWY  28,  Amdt.  2 
Newark,  OH — Newark-Heath,  VOR-A,  Amdt. 
11 

Newark,  OH — Newark-Heath,  SDF  RWY  9. 
Amdt.  4 

Newark,  OH — Newark-Heath,  NDB  RWY  9, 
Amdt.  5 

Newark,  OH — Newark-Heath,  VOR/DME 
RNAV  RWY  27.  Amdt.  5 
Hugo,  OK — Stan  Stamper  Muni,  NDB  RWY 
35,  Orig. 

Savannah,  TN — Savannah-Hardin  County. 
SDF  RWY  18,  Amdt.  3 

Pearsall.  TX— McKinley  Field.  VOR/DMB-A. 
Amdt.  2 

Highgate,  VT — Franklin  County  State,  VOR/ 
DME  RWY  19.  Orig. 

Highgate,  VT — Franklin  County  State,  VOR- 
B,  Amdt.  1 

Berkeley  Springs,  WV — Potomac  Airpark, 
VOR  RWY  29.  Amdt.  5 

Berkeley  Springs,  WV — Potomac  Airpark, 
VOR/DME  RNAV-A,  Amdt.  1 

*  *  *  Effective  April  2, 1992 

Danbury,  CT — Danbury  Muni,  VOR/DME 
RNAV  RWY  8.  Amdt.  2 
Danbury,  CT — Danbury  Muni,  VOR/DME 
RNAV  RWY  26.  Amdt.  3 
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Chicago/Romeoville.  IL— Lewis  University. 
VOR  RWY  9.  Orig. 

Romeoville,  IL — Lewis,  VOR  RWY  9,  Amdt.  2. 
CANCELLED 

Elkhart.  IN— Elkhart  Muni.  VOR  RWY  27. 
Amdt.  13 

Elkhart  IN— Elkhart  Muni  ILS  RWY  27. 
Amdt.  1 

Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Inti.  ILS  RWY  4R.  Amdt.  7 
Big  Rapids.  Ml — Roben-Hood.  VOR/DME-A. 
Arndts 

Athens/ Albany.  OH — Ohio  University.  LOC 
RWY  25.  Amdt.  3 

Athens/ Albany,  OH — Ohio  University.  ND6 
RWY  25.  Amdt.  8 

Bellefontaine,  OH — Bellefontaine  Muni. 

VOR/DME  RNAV  RWY  22.  Amdt.  4 
Carrollton,  OH — Carroll  County-Tolson. 
VOR-A.  Orig. 

New  Lexington,  OH — Perry  County.  VOR/ 
DME  RWY  26.  Amdt.  1 

*  *  *  Effective  February  24, 1992 
Bristol-Johnson-Kingsport,  TN — ^Tri-City 

Regional  ILS  RWY  5,  Amdt  2 
Bristol-|ohnson-Kingsport,  TN — ^Tri-City 
Regional,  ILS  RWY  23,  Amdt.  24 

*  *  *  Effective  February  19, 1992 

Vero  Beach,  FL — ^Vero  Beach  Muni,  NDB 
RWY  HR,  Amdt.  2. 

IFR  Doc.  92-5557  Filed  3-ft-92: 8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  558 

Animal  Drugs,  Feeds,  and  Related 
Products;  Zoalene;  Editorial 
Amendments 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  amending 
certain  portions  of  its  regulations,  for 
use  of  Zoalene  in  animal  feeds,  to 
remove  a  reference  to  an  outdated 
sponsor  and  to  simplify,  the  conditions  of 
use.  This  action  is  editorial  in  nature 
and  is  intended  to  improve  the  accuracy 
and  clarity  of  the  regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  10. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Benjamin  A.  Puyot,  Center  for 
Veterinary  Medicine  (HFV-130).  Food 
and  Drug  Administration.  7500  Standish 
W.,  Rockville.  MD  20855,  301-295-8646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  FDA  is 
editorially  amending  S  558880  Zoalene 
(21  CFR  558.680)  by  revising  the  table  in 
paragraph  (c)(1),  to  simplify  the 
conditions  of  use  listed  in  entry  (i)  under 
the  heading  “Limitations."  and  to 


remove  an  outdated  sponsor  in  entry  (ii) 
of  the  same  table  (§  558.680(a)  identifies 
the  current  sponsor). 

The  amendments  are  wholly  editorial 
in  nature.  For  this  reason,  notice  and 
public  procedure  and  delayed  effective 
date  are  unnecessary  (5  U.S.C.  553(b)(3) 
(b)  and  (d)). 

List  of  Subjects  in  21  CFR  Part  558 

Animal  drugs.  Animal  feeds. 
Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  and  redelegated  to 
the  Center  for  Veterinary  Medicine,  21 
CFR  Part  558  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  558— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  FOR 
USE  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  21  CFR 
part  558  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  512, 701  of  the  Federal 
Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 

360b.  371). 

2.  Section  558.680  Zoalene  is  amended 
by  revising  the  table  in  paragraph  (c)(1) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§556.680  Zoalene. 
***** 

(c)  *  ‘  *  > 

(1) - 

BHJJNO  CODE  4160-01-M 
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}  * 


'u-  ■ 
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Zoalene  in 
grams /ton 

Combination  in 
grams/ton 

Indications  for  u 

(i)  36.3-113.5 

Replacement  chic)cens;  dev 

(0.004- 

of  active  immunity  to 

0.0125%) 

coccidiosis. 

Growing  conditior 

Severe  exposure 

Light  to  moderate  exposui 

Arsanilate  sodium  90 

Replacement  chlc)cen6;  de\ 

(0.01%) 

of  active  immunity  to 

coccidiosis;  growth  prc 

and  feed  efficiency;  ii 

pigmentation. 

3r  use 


:  development 
to 

I)  promotion 
/;  loproving 


Gromr  retlon  not  to' be  fed  to 
birds  over  14  weeks  of  ege; 
withdrew  S  days  (d)  before 
slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 
organic  arsenic;  feed  as  In 
subtable  In  Item  (1) . 


Limitations 


development 

to 


Grower  ration  not  to  be  fed  to 
birds  over  14  weeks  of  age; 
as  follows: 


It Ions 


75. 4-113. S  (0.00834-0. 0125%) 


Grower  ration 


75.4-113.5  (0.0083% 
0.0125%) 


36.3-75.4  (0.004%- 
0.0083%) 


posure 


Starter  ration 


113.5  (0.0125%),. 


Zoalene  in 
grams/ton 

Combination  in 
grams/ton 

Indications 

Arsanilic  acid  90 

Replacement  chickei 

(O.Olt) 

of  active  immunii 

coccidiosis;  grm 

and  feed  efficiei 

pigmentation. 

Arsanilic  acid  90 

Replacement  chickei 

(0.01%)  plus 

promotion  and  fei 

erythromycin  4.6  to 

development  of  a( 

18.5 

to  coccidiosis; 

pigmentation. 

ions  for  use 

Limitations 

ickans;  development 

Grower  ration  hot  to  be  fed  to 

nunlty  to 

birds  over  14  weeks  of  age; 

growth  promotion 

withdraw  S  d  before 

Lciency;  improving 

slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 

• 

organic  arsenic;  feed  as  in 

subtable  in  item  (i) . 

ickens;  growth 

As  exythroovcin  thiocyanate; 

d  feed  efficiency; 

grower  ration  not  to  be  fed 

of  active  immunity 

to  birds  over  14  weeks  of 

is;  improving 

age;  withdraw  5  d  before 

slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 

organic  arsenic;  feed  as  in 

subtable  in  item  (i). 
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Zoalene  in 
grains/ton 


Combination  in 
granuB/ton 


Indications  f< 


Arsanilic  acid  90 
<0.01%)  plus 
erythromycin  92.5 


1 .  Replacement  chick 
aid  in  the  prevent i 
chronic  respiratory 
disease  during  peri 
stress;  development 
immunity  to  coccid 
growth  promotion  am 
efficiency;  improvi 
pigmentation. 

2 .  Replacement  chiek 
aid  in  the  prevent i 
infectious  eoryta;  i 
of  active  immunity 
coccidiosis;  growth 
and  feed  efficiency 
pigmentation^ 


for  use 

Limitations 

ilckens;  as  an 

Feed  for  2  d  before  stress  and 

sntlon  of 

3  to  6  d  after  stress;  as 

tory 

erythromycin  thiocyanate; 

periods  of 

grower  ration  not  to  be  fed 

Dent  of  active 

to  birds  over  14  weeks  of 

ccidiosls; 

age;  withdraw  S  d  before 

n  and  feed 

slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 

roving 

-  organic  arsenic;  feed  as  in 

subtable  in  item  (i) . 

hiekaasf  as  an 

Feed  for  7  to  14  d;  as 

entien  of 

erythrcmycln  thiocyanate; 

ta/  development 

grower  ration  not  to  be  fed 

ity  to 

to  birds  over  14  weeks  of 

oeth  promotion 

age;  withdraw  S  d  before 

eney)  improving 

•laughter;  as  sole  source  of 

organic  arsenic;  feed  as  in 

subtable  in  item  (i). 
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Zoalene  in 
grams /ton 


Combination  in 
grams /ton 


Arsanilic  acid 
(0.01%)  plus 
erythromycin 


Arsanilic  acid 
(0.01%)  plus 
penicillin  2 
to  50 


Bacitracin  100 


Indications  fc 

90  Replacement  chicltens ; 

in  the  prevention  ai 
185  of  lesions  and  in  I 

severity  of  chronic 
disease;  growth  pro 
feed  efficiency;  iiq 
pigmentation  and  de 
active  immunity  to 

90  Replacement  chic)(ens ; 

promotion  and  feed 
.4  development  of  act! 

to  coccidiosis;  imp 
pigmentation. 


to  500  Replacement  ehic)iens; 

of  chronic  respirat 
(air-sac  infection) 
(nonspecific  infect 
enteritis) ;  develop 
active  iBnunity  to 


ns ‘ for  use 


Limitations 


lens;  treatment 
>iratory  disease 
:ion) ;  blue  comb 
ifectious 
/elopnent  of 
f  to  coccidiosls. 


Feed  for  5  to  8  d;  do  not  use 
in  birds  producing  eggs  for 
food  purposes;  withdraw  5  d 
before  slaughter;  as 
etythronycin  thiocyanate;  as 
sole  source  of  organic 
arsenic;  feed  as  in 
subtable  in  item  (i) . 

As  procaine  penicillin;  grower 
ration  not  to  be  fed  to  birds 
over  14  weeks  of  age; 
withdraw  S  d  before 
slaughter;  as  sole'  source  of 
organic  arsenic;  feed  as  in 
subtable  in  item  (i). 

As  bacitracin  zinc;  grower 
ration  not  to  be  fed  to  birds 
over  14  traeks  of  age;  feed  as 
in  subtable  in  item  (i). 


»ns;  as  an  aid 
.on  and  reduction 
in  lowering 
ronic  respiratory 
I  promotion  and 
’;  improving 
td  development  of 
'  to  coccidiosls. 


lens;  growth 
feed  efficiency; 
active  immunity 
I  improving 


^/,  VqI.  57i  Nq«  47  /  Tuesday,  March  10. 1902 


Zoalene  in 
grams/ton 


Combination  in 
_ grams/ton _ 

Chlortetracycline  100 

to  200 


Indicatioi 

Replacement  chick 
of  chronic  resp 
(air>sac  infect 
(nonspecific  ir 
enteritis) ;  prc 
synovitis;  dev€ 
active  immuniti 


Chlortetracycline  200  Replacement  chic) 
synovitis;  dev« 

I  active  iromunitj 


I  Erythromycin  4.6  to  Replacement  chid 

I 

promotion  and  : 
development  of 
to  coQcidiosis 


18.5 


atlons  for  use 


Limitations 


:hickens ;  treatment 
respiratory  disease 
ifection) ;  blue  comb 
Lc  infectious 
prevention  of 
development  of 
jnity  to  coccidiosis. 

hickens;  control  of 
development  of 
unity  to  coccidiosis. 


chickens;  growth 
and  feed  efficiency; 
t  of  active  immunity 


Not  to  be  fed  to  laying 
chickens;  ais 
chlortetracycline 
hydrochloride;  grower  ration 
not  to  be  fed  to  birds  over 
14  weeks  of  age;  feed  as  in 
subtable  in  item  (i) . 

Not  to  be  fed  to  laying 
chickens;  as 
chlortetracycline 
hydrochloride;  grower  ration 
not  to  be  fed  to  birds  over 
14  weeks  of  age;  feed  as  In 
subtable  in  item  (i). 

As  erythromycin  thiocyanate; 
grower  ration  not  to  be  fed 
to  birds  over  14  weeks  of 
age;  feed  as  in  subtable  in 
item  (i) . 


>1 
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Zoalene  in 

Combination  in 

Indications  f 

grams /ton 

grams /ton 

Erythromycin  92.5  1.  Replacement  chicJi 

aid  in  the  prevent j 
, chronic  respiratory 
during  periods  of  i 
development  of  actJ 
to  coccidiosis. 


2 .  Replacement  chid 
aid  in  the  prevent 
infectious  coryza; 
of  active  immunity 
coccidiosis. 


Llrolcations 


ms  for  use 


thickens;  as  an 

Feed  for  2  d  before  stress  and 

vention  of 

3  to  6  after  stress;  withdraw  | 

atory  disease 

24  hours  (h)  before 

of  stress; 

slaughter;  as  erythromycin 

active  immunity 

thiocyanate;  grower  ration 

not  to  be  fed  to  birds  over 

14  weeks  of  age;  feed  as  in 

subtable  in  item  (i) . 

chickens;  as  an 

Feed  for  7  to  14  d;  withdraw  24 

vention  of 

h  before  slaughter;  as 

yza;  development 

erythromycin  thiocyanate; 

nity  to 

grower  ration  not  to  be  fed 

to  birds  over  14  weeks  of 
age;  feed  as  in  subtable  in 


Zoalene  in 
grains /ton 


Combination  in 
grams/ton 


Indlcati 


1 

i 

! 

I 

I 

t 

i 

I 

i 

I 


Erythromycin  185  Replacement  chii 

in  the  preven 
of  lesions  am 
severity  of  cl 
disease;  deve 
immunity  to  o 

Hygromycin  B  8  to  12  Replacement  chii 

of  active  Immi 

coccldiosis;  I 
infestation  o 
worms  (Ascarii 
worms  (Heteral 
capillary  won 
obsionata) . 

Penicillin  2.4  to  50  Replacement  chi 

promotion  and 
develo[mient  o 
to  coccidiosi 


Lcatlons  for  use 


Limitations 


chickens;  as  an  aid 
evention  and  reduction 
s  and  in  lowering 
of  chronic  respiratory 
development  of  active 
to  coccidiosis. 


Feed  for  5  to  8  d;  do  not  use 
in  birds  producing  eggs  for 
food  purposes;  withdraw  48  h 
before  slaughter;  grower 
ration  not  to  be  fed  to  birds 
over  14  weeks  of  age;  feed  as 
in  subtable  in  item  (i) . 


chickens;  development  Grower  ration  not  to  be  fed 


immunity  to 
is;  control  of 
on  of  large  round 
carls  gallil ,  cecal 
terakis  aallinae) ,  and 
woims  (Capillaria 


chickens;  growth 
I  and  feed  efficiency; 
!nt  of  active  immunity 


to  birds  over  14  weeks  of 
age;  feed  as  in  subtable  in 
item  (i) . 


As  procaine  penicillin;  grower 
ration  not  to  be  fed  to  birds 
over  14  weeks  of  age;  feed  as 
in  subtable  in  item  (i) . 


Zdalcne  In 
pramg/ton 


Combination  in 

cramg/ton 


Indications  f 


(ii)  113.5 
(0.0135%) 


Arsanilace  sodium  90 
(0.01%) 


Broilatf  chic)cans;  pre 
control  of  coctidio 

Broiler  chic)cans;  pra' 
control  of  coceidioi 
promotion  and  feed  c 
improyinp  pi^entat: 


Penicillin  2.4  to  50 
plus  roxarsone  22.7 
to  45.4  (0.0025%  to 
0.005%) 


Replacement  chiOMns; 
ptomotion  and  feed 
development  of  actj 
to  eoecidiosis;  imj 
pigmentation. 


Replacement  chickens; 
of  active  immunity 
eoecidiosis;  growth 
and  feed  efficiency 
pigmentation. 


Roxarsone  22.7  to 
45.4  (0.0025%  to 
0.005%) 


18  for  U8« 


Limitatlong 


hi  procaine  penlelllin;  grower 
ration  not  to  be  fed  to  birds 
over  14  weeks  of  age; 
withdraw  5  d  before 
slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 
organic  arsenic;  feed  as  in 
subtable  in  item  (i) . 

drower  ration  not  to  be  fed  Co 
birds  over  14  weeks  of  age; 
withdraw  5  d  before 
slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 
organic  arsenic;  feed  as  in 
subtable  in  item  (i) . 


prevention  and 
sidiosis;  growth 
:eed  efficiency; 
tntation. 


ens;  growth 
eed  efficiency; 
active  immunity 
improving 


;ens;  development 
lity  to 

owth  promotion 
,ency;  in^proving 


prevention  and 
lidiosis. 


Withdraw  S  d  before  slaughter; 
as  sole  source  of  organic 
arsenic. 
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Zoalene  in 
grains /ton 


Combination  in 
_ grams/ton 


Indicatic 


t 

I 


Arsanillc  acid  90 
(0.01%) 


Broiler  chickens, 
control  of  coci 
promotion  and  : 
improving  pigmi 


Arsanilic  acid  90 
(0.01%)  plus 
erythromycin  4.6  to 
18.5 


Broiler  chickens 
promotion  and 
prevention  and 
coccidiosis;  ii 
pigmentation. 


Arsanilic  acid  90 
(0.01%)  plus 
erythromycin  92.5 


1.  Broiler  chic 
in  the  prevent 
respiratory  di 
periods  of  str 
promotion  and 
improving  pigm 
of  coccidiosis 


atlons  for  use 

Limitations 

Icens;  prevention  and 

Withdraw  5  d  before  slaughter; 

coccidiosls;  growth 

as  sole  source  of  organic 

and  feed  efficiency; 

arsenic. 

pigmentation. 

kens;  growth 

As  erythronvcln  thiocyamate; 

and  feed  efficiency; 

withdraw  5  d  before 

and  control  of 

slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 

s;  improving 

organic  arsenic. 

on. 

chickens;  as  an  aid 

Do. 

vent ion  of  chronic 

y  disease  during 

stress;  growth 

2md  feed  efficiency; 

pigmentation;  control 

08  is. 
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Zoalene  in 
grams/ton 


Combination  in 
grams /ton 


Indications  1 


2 .  Broiler  chic]cens 

and  control  of  coc 

growth  promotion  a 

efficiency;  improv 

pigmentation;  as  a 

prevention  of  infe 

coryza. 

Arsanilic  acid  90 

Broiler  chid)cen8;  as 

(0.01%)  plus 

the  prevention  and 

erythromycin  185 

lesions  and  in  low 

severity  of  chroni 

disease;  prevent ic 

of  coccidiosis;  gr 

promotion  and  feed 

improving  pigments 

Arf:anilic  acid  90 

Broiler  chic)(ens;  gx 

(0.01%)  plus 

promotion  and  feed 

penicillin  2.4 

prevention  and  cor 

to  50 

coccidiosis;  imprc 

pigmentation. 

sns  for  use 


Limitations 


kens;  prevention  Do. 
coccldlosis; 
on  and  feed 
tproving 

as  an  aid  in  the 
infectious 

i;  as  an  aid  in 
1  and  reduction  of 
1  lowering 
ironic  respiratory 
intlon  and  control 
growth 

feed  efficiency; 
nentation. 

3;  growth  As  procaine  penicillin; 

feed  efficiency; 

3  control  of 
improving 


Feed  for  S  to  8  d;  do  not  use 
in  birds  producing  eggs  for 
food  purposes;  as 
erythronnycin  thiocyanate; 
withdraw  5  d  before 
slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 
organic  arsenic. 


withdraw  5  d  before 
slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 
organic  arsenic. 


Zoalene  in 
grams /ton 

Combination  in 
grams /ton 

- -  Indication 

Arsanilic  acid  90 

Broiler  chickens; 

(0.01%)  plus 

control  of  cocci 

bacitracin  4  to  50 

Improving  pigmei 

promotion  emd  fi 

Bacitracin  4  to  SO 

Broiler  chickens; 

promotion  and  f* 

prevention  and  < 

coccidiosis. 


Bacitracin  4  to  50 
plus  roxarsone  22.7 
to  45.4  (0.0025  to 
0.005%) 


Broiler  chickens; 
promotion  and  ft 
prevention  and  t 
coccidiosis;  liq 
pigmentation. 


Bacitracin  100  to  500  Broiler  chickens; 

chronic  respirai 
(air-sac  infect 
(nonspecific  in 
enteritis) ;  pre 
control  of  cocc 


tlons  for  use  .... 

Limitations 

ans;  prevention  and 

Withdraw  5  d  before  slaughter; 

coccldlosis; 

as  sole  source  of  organic 

igmentatlon;  growth 

arsenic;  as  bacitracin 

nd  feed  efficiency. 

methylene  disalicylate. 

ens;  gro«rth 

As  bacitracin  methylene 

nd  feed  efficiency; 

disalicylate  or  zinc 

and  control  of 

bacitracin. 

ens;  growth 

As  bacitracin  methylene 

nd  feed  efficiency; 

disalicylate  or  zinc 

and  control  of 

bacitracin;  withdraw  S  d 

;  improving 

before  slaughter;  as  sole 

n. 

source  of  organic  arsenic. 

ens;  treatment  of 

As  zinc  bacitracin. 

piratory  disease 

fection);  blue  comb 

c  infectious 

prevention  and 

coccidiosis. 
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Zoalene  In  Combination  in  Indications  I 

grams/ton _ grams /ton _ _ _ _ 

Chlortet  racy  dine  100  Broiler  chickens;  tri 

to  200  chronic  respiratory 

(air>sac  infection 
(nonspecific  infeci 
enteritis) preveni 
synovitis;  prevent 
control  of  coccldic 

Chlortetracycline  200  Broiler  chickens;  pr 
control  of  coccidi( 
of  synovitis- 


Erythromycin  4.6  to  Broiler  chickens;  gr< 

18.5  promotion  and  feed 

prevention  and  con' 
coccldiosis . 

Erythrooycln  92.5  1.  Broiler  chickens 

in  the  prevention  < 
respiratory  disease 
period  of  stress;  I 
and  control  of  cbc 


ms  for  use 


Liaicstions 


kens;  as  an  aid 
Ion  of  chronic 
sease  during 
iss;  prevention 
:  cbccidiosis. 


;  Creatnent  of 
atory  disease 
Cion);  blue  comb 
nfecCious 
evention  of 
vent ion  and' 
cidiosis. 


Feed  for  2  d  before  stress  and 
3  to  S  d  after  stress; 
withdraw  24  h  before  ■ 
slaughter;  as'eryctirdnycin 
thiocyanate. 


Not  CO  be" fed  to  laying 
chickens;  as 
chlortetracycl ine 
hydrochloride. 


;  prevention  and 
cidiosis;  control 


growth 

feed  efficiency; 
I  control  of 


Not  to  be  fed  to  laying 
chickens;  as 
chlortetracycllne 
hydrochloride. 

As  eiythrooycln  thiocyanate. 
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Zoalene  in 
grams /ton 


Combination  in 
grams/ton 


Indications  for  i 


Erythromycin 


Hygromycin  B 
8  to  12 


2.  Broiler  chickens;  as 
in  the  prevention  of  i 
coryza;  prevention  and 
of  coccidiosis. 

18S  Broiler  chickens;  as  an 

the  prevention  and  red 
lesions  and  in  lowerir 
severity  of  chronic  re 
disease;  prevention  ar 
of  coccidiosis. 

Broiler  chickens;  prever 
control  of  coccidiosis 
of  infestation  of  lar; 
worms  (Ascaris  qalli) , 
worms  (Heterakis  oalli 


for  use 

Limitations  | 

t;  as  an  aid 

Feed  for  7  to  14  d;  withdraw 

of  infectious 

24  h  before  slaughter;  as 

and  control 

erythrcMiycin  thiocyanate. 

an  aid  in 

Feed  for  5  to  8  d;  do  not  use 

3  reduction  of 

in  birds  producing  eggs  for 

Bering 

food  purposes;  withdraw  48  h 

Lc  respiratory 

before  slaughter;  as 

3n  and  control 

erythromycin  thiocyanate. 

revention  and 

iosis;  control 

large  round 

111) ,  cecal 

aallinae) .  and 

Caoillaria 
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Zoalene  In  Combination  in  Indications  f< 

grams /ton _ grams/ ton _ 

Lincomycin  2  Broiler  chickens;~  inc 


rate  of  weight  gain 
feed  efficiency;  as 
the  prevention  and 
coccidiosis. 


Penicillin  2.4  to  50 


Penicillin  2.4  to  50 
plus  roxarsone  22.7 
to  45.4  (0.0025  to 
0.005%) 

Roxarsone  22.7  to 
45.4  (0.0025  to 
0.005%) 


Broiler  chiclcens;  grc 
promotion  and  feed 
prevention  and  cont 
coccidiosis. 

Broiler  chic)cens;  prc 
control  of  cocc idiot 
promotion  and  feed  c 
inproving  pigmentati 

Broiler  chic)cens;  pr« 
control  of  coccidic 
promotion  and  feed 
improving  pigmental 


ns  for  use 


Limitations 


~ increase  in 
gain;  improved 
as  an  aid  in 
and  control  of 


I  growth 

feed  efficiency; 
control  of 

;  prevention  hnd 
idiosis;  growth 
Bed  efficiency; 
ntation. 

;  prevention  and 
cidiosis;  growth 
feed  efficiency; 
entation. 


Do  not  feed  to  laying  chickens; 
to  be  fed  as  the  sole  ration; 
as  linconnycin  hydrochloride 
monohydrate  provided  by  No. 
000009  in  5  510.600(c)  of 
this  chapter. 

As  procaine  penicillin. 


Withdraw  5  d  before  slaughter; 
as  sole  source  of  organic 
arsenic;  as  procaine 
penicillin. 

Withdraw  5  d  before  slaughter; 
as  sole  source  of  organic 
arsenic. 


Combination  in 
grains /ton 


Indicati 


Zoalene  in 
grams /ton 


(iii)  113.5  to 
170.3  (0.0125 
to  0.01875%) 


Arsanilate  sodium  90 
(0.01%) 


Arsanilic  acid  90 


Turkeys;  prevent 
of  coccidiosii 

Turkeys;  growth 
feed  efficieni 
pigmentation. 

do. 


(0.01%) 


.cations  for  use 


Limitations 


event ion  and  control  For  turkeys  grown  for  meat 
iosis.  purposes  only. 


owth  prcmiotion  and  For  turkeys  grown  for  meat 

ciency;  improving  purposes  only;  withdraw  5  d 

ion.  before  slaughter;  as  sole 

source  of  organic  arsenic. 
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U.S.P.)  277  to  of  coccldiosis;  aid 
340. S  (0.025%  to  prevention  of  blackh 
0.0375%) 


I 


Roxarsone  22.7  to  TurKeys;  growth  promot 

45.4  (0.0025%  to  feed  efficiency;  imp 


5  for  use 

Limitations  ' 

n  and  control 

For  turkeys  grown  for  meat 

aid  in  the 

purposes  only;  feed 

ackhead. 

continuously  beginning  2 

weeks  before  blackhead  and 

coccidiosis  ar6  expected  and 

continue  as  long  as 

prevention  of  blackhead  and 

prevention  and  control  of 

coccidiosis  is  needed;  . 

withdraw  5  d  before 

slaughter;  as  sole  source  of 

organic  ai'senic. 

romotion  and 

Withdraw  5  d  before  slaughter; 

improving 

as  sole  source  of  organic 

arsenic. 
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Dated:  February  26, 1992. 

Robert  C.  Livingston, 

Director.  Off  ice  of  New  Animal  Drug 
Evaluation,  Center  for  Veterinary  Medicine. 
(FR  Doc.  92-5510  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BNJJNQ  COM  4160-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  100 
[COD  05-92-005] 

Special  Local  Regulations  for  Marine 
Events;  Crawford  Bay  Crew  Classic; 
Southern  Branch,  Elizabeth  River, 
Portsmouth,  VA 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Temporary  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Special  local  regulations  are 
being  adopted  for  the  Crawford  Bay 
Crew  Classic  to  be  held  on  the  Southern 
Branch,  Elizabeth  River,  at  Portsmouth, 
Virginia.  The  event  will  consist  of  crew 
shells  racing  in  heats  on  the  Elizabeth 
River  from  Mobil  Oil  to  Portside,  in 
Portsmouth.  These  regulations  are 
necessary  to  control  spectator  craft  and 
to  provide  for  the  safety  of  life  and 
property  on  navigable  waters  during  the 
event. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  regulations  are 
effective  for  the  following  periods: 

12:15  p.m.  to  7  p.m.  March  20, 1992; 

6  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  March  21, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Stephen  L.  Phillips,  Chief,  Boating 
Affairs  Branch,  Boating  Safety  Division, 
Fifth  Coast  Guard  District,  431  Crawford 
Street,  Portsmouth,  Virginia  23704-5004 
(804)  398-6204,  or  Commander,  Coast 
Guard  Group  Hampton  Roads  (804)  483- 
8559. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  553,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  has  not  been 
published  for  these  regulations  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  them  effective  in 
less  than  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication.  Adherence  to  normal 
rulemaking  procedures  would  not  have 
been  possible.  SpeciHcally,  the 
sponsor's  application  to  hold  the  event 
was  not  received  in  the  district  office 
until  January  23, 1992,  leaving 
insufRcient  time  to  publish  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  in  advance  of  the 
event. 

Drafting  Information 

The  drafters  of  this  notice  are  Stephen 
Phillips,  project  officer,  Boating  Affairs 
Branch,  Fifth  Coast  Guard  District,  and 
Lieutenant  Monica  L  Lombardi,  project 


attorney,  Fifth  Coast  Guard  District 
Legal  Staff. 

Background  and  Purpose 

Ports  Events  Inc.  has  submitted  an 
application  to  hold  the  Crawford  Bay 
Crew  Classic  on  the  Southern  Branch  of 
the  Elizabeth  River  at  Portsmouth, 
Virginia.  As  part  of  the  application. 

Ports  Events  Inc.  requested  that  the 
Coast  Guard  provide  control  of 
spectator  and  commercial  trafRc  within 
the  regulated  area. 

Discussion  of  Regulations 

These  regulations  will  regulate  the 
area  surrounding  the  Crawford  Bay 
Crew  Classic  on  the  Southern  Branch  of 
the  Elizabeth  River.  Crew  racing  shells 
will  be  racing  in  heats  starting  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Mobil  Oil  Docks  and  will 
Hnish  in  the  vicinity  of  Portside, 
Portsmouth.  These  regulations  are 
necessary  to  control  spectator  craft  and 
to  provide  for  the  safety  of  life  and 
property  on  navigable  waters  during  the 
event.  Marine  traffic  will  be  allowed  to 
transit  the  regulated  area  between 
races.  Since  the  main  shipping  channel 
will  not  be  closed  for  extended  periods 
of  time,  commercial  traffic  should  not  be 
severely  disrupted. 

Regulatory  Evaluation 

This  Bnal  rule  is  not  considered  major 
under  Executive  Order  12291  and  not 
significant  under  Department  of 
Transportation  regulatory  policies  and 
procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  The  economic  impact  of  this 
regulation  is  expected  to  be  so  minimal 
that  a  full  regulatory  evaluation  is 
unnecessary.  This  regulation  will  only 
be  in  effect  for  a  short  period  of  time 
and  the  impacts  on  routine  navigation 
are  expected  to  be  minimal. 

Small  Entities 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  the  Coast  Guard 
must  consider  whether  this  regulation 
will  have  a  signiffcant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  “Small  Entities”  include 
independently  owned  and  operated 
small  businesses  that  are  not  dominant 
in  their  ffeld  and  that  otherwise  qualify 
as  “small  business  concerns”  under 
section  3  of  the  Small  Business  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  632).  Since  the  impact  of  this 
regulation  on  non-participating  small 
entities  is  expected  to  be  minimal,  the 
Coast  Guard  certifies  under  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  that  this  regulation  will  not  have 
a  signiffcant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 


Federalism  Assessment 

This  action  has  been  analyzed  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  and 
criteria  contained  in  Executive  Order 
12612,  and  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  ffnal  rule  does  not  raise  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism 
Assessment. 

Environmental  Assessment 

This  ffnal  rule  has  been  thoroughly 
reviewed  by  the  Coast  Guard  and 
determined  to  be  categorically  excluded 
from  further  environmental 
documentation  in  accordance  with 
section  2.B.2.C.  of  Commandant 
Instruction  M16475.1B.  A  Categorical 
Exclusion  Determination  statement  has 
been  prepared  and  been  placed  in  the 
rulemaking  docket. 

List  of  Subjects  in  33  CFR  Part  100 

Marine  Safety,  Navigation  (water). 
Final  Regulations 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  part 
100  of  title  33,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  100 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C.  1233;  49  CFR  1.46  and 
33  CFR  100.35. 

2.  A  temporary  §  100.35-05  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  100.35-05  Southern  Branch,  Elizabeth 
River,  Portsmouth,  Virginia. 

(a)  Definitions.— (!)  Regulated  area. 
The  waters  of  the  Southern  Branch, 
Elizabeth  River  ff'om  shoreline  to 
shoreline  bounded  to  the  south  by  a  line 
drawn  from  latitude  36*49'11.0"  North, 
longitude  76*17'33.0"  West  to  latitude 
36*49*11.0"  North,  longitude  76*17*22.0" 
West  and  bounded  to  the  north  by  a  line 
drawn  from  latitude  36*50*17.5**  North, 
longitude  76*17*45.0**  West  to  latitude 
36*50*17.5**  North,  longitude  76*17*30.0** 
West 

(2)  Coast  Guard  Patrol  Commander. 
The  Coast  Guard  Patrol  Commander  is  a 
conunissioned,  warrant,  or  petty  officer 
who  has  been  designated  by  the 
Commander,  Coast  Guard  Group 
Hampton  Roads. 

(b)  Special  Local  Regulations.  (1) 
Except  for  persons  or  vessels  authorized 
by  the  Coast  Guard  Patrol  Commander, 
no  person  or  vessel  may  enter  or  remain 
in  the  regulated  area. 

(2)  The  operator  of  any  vessel  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  this  area  shall: 

(i)  Stop  the  vessel  immediately  when 
directed  to  do  so  by  any  commissioned, 
warrant,  or  petty  officer  on  board  a 
vessel  displaying  a  Coast  Guard  ensign. 
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(ii)  Proceed  as  directed  by  any 
commissioned,  warrant  or  petty  officer 
on  board  a  vessel  displaying  a  Coast 
Guard  ensign. 

(3)  Any  spectator  vessel  may  anchor 
outside  of  the  regulated  area  specified  in 
paragraph  (a](l}  of  this  section,  but  may 
not  block  a  navigable  channel 
(c)  Effective  Dates:  These  regulations 
are  effective  for  the  following  periods:  . 

2  p.m.  to  7  p.m.  March  20, 1992, 

6  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  March  21. 1992. 

Dated:  February  21. 1992. 

R.  T.  Rufe.  fr.. 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Commander,  Fifth 
Coast  Guard  District  Acting. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5529  Filed  2-9-92: 8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  4eiO-U4* 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTKW 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  281 

[FRL-41 13-71 

Maryland;  Approval  of  State 
Underground  Storage  Tank  Program 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Tentative 
Determination  on  MarylancTs 
application  for  approval  of  underground 
storage  tank  program,  public  bearing 
and  public  comment  period. 

SUMSSARV;  The  State  of  Maryland  has 
applied  for  approval  of  its  underground 
storage  tank  program  under  Subtitle  I  of 
the  Resource  Conservaticm  and 
Recovery  Act  (RCRA)L  The 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
has  reviewed  the  State  of  Maryland's 
Application  and  has  made  the  tentative 
deciskm  that  the  State  of  Maryland’s 
underground  storage  tank  program 
satisfies  all  of  the  requirements 
necessary  to  qualify  fw  apiHova).  The 
State  of  Maryland’s  application  fw 
approval  is  available  for  public  review 
and  comment,  and  a  public  hearing  wiD 
be  held  to  solicit  comments  cm  the 
application,  unless  insufficient  public 
interest  is  expressed. 

DATES:  Unless  insuffident  public 
interest  is  expressed  in  holding  a 
hearing,  a  public  hearing  will  be  held  on 
May  4, 1992.  However.  EPA  reserves  the 
right  to  cancel  the  public  hearing  if 
sufficient  public  interest  in  a  hearing  is 
not  communicated  to  EPA  in  writing  by 
April  23, 1992.  EPA  will  determine  after 
April  23, 1992  whether  there  is 
significant  interest  to  hold  the  public 
hearing.  The  State  of  Maryland  will 
participate  in  any  public  hearing  held  by 
EPA  on  this  subject.  All  written 


comments  on  the  State  of  Marylancfs 
application  for  program  approval  must 
be  received  by  4:30  p.m,  on  May  1. 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  State  of 
Maryland’s  application  for  program 
approval  are  available  between  8:30 
a.m.  to  4:30  pan.  at  the  following 
addresses  for  inspection  and  copying: 
Maryland  Department  of  the 
Environment 

Hazardous  and  Solid  Waste 
Management  Administration 
2500  Broening  Highway 
Baltimore,  Maryland  21234 
(410)  631-3442 

United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

Headquarters  Library,  PM  221A 
401  M  Street,  SW.. 

Washington,  DC  20460 
(202)  382-5926 

United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

Region  III  Library 
841  Chestnut  Building 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19107 
Contact:  Diane  McCrary,  (215)  597- 
7904. 

Written  comments  should  be  sent  to: 
Rosemarie  P.  Nino,  Program  Manager, 
Underground  Storage  Tank  (UST) 
Section,  (3HW63),  U.S.  EPA  Region  III, 
841  Chestnut  Building,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19107,  (215)  597-0270. 

Anyone  who  wishes  to  team  whether 
or  not  the  public  bearing  on  the  State’s 
application  has  been  cancelled  should 
write  or  telephone  after  April  23, 1992, 
the  EPA  Pro^am  Manager  listed  above 
or  telephone  Bernard  Bi^am,  Chief, 

UST  Division,  Department  of  the 
Environment,  Hazardous  and  Solid 
Waste  Management  Administratiem. 

2500  Broening  Highway,  Baltimore. 
Maryland  21234.  (410)  631-3442. 

Unless  insufilcient  public  interest  is 
expressed,  EPA  will  hold  a  pubh'c 
hearing  on  the  State’s  application  for 
program  approval  on  May  4, 1992  at  7:00 
p.m.  at  the  Loch  Raven  Senior  High 
School,  Baltimore  County  Public 
Schools,  1212  COwpens  Avenue, 
Baltimore.  Maryland  21204. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Rosemarie  P.  Nino,  UST  Section 
(3HW63).  U.S.  EPA  Region  lU,  841 
Chestnut  Building,  Hiiiladelphia. 
Pennsylvania  19107,  (215)597-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A.  Background 

Section  9004  of  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recoymy  Act  (RCRA) 
authorizes  EPA  to  approve  State 
underground  storage  tank  programs  to 
op«9te  in  the  State  in  Keu  of  the  Federal 
underground  storage  tank  (UST) 
program.  EPA  may  approve  a  State 


program  if  the  Agency  finds  pursuant  to 
section  g004(b),  42  U.S.C  6991c(b),  that 
the  State  program:  is  ‘Tio  less  stringent” 
than  the  Federal  program  in  all  seven 
elements  set  fmrth  at  sectiim  9004(a)(1) 
through  (7),  42  U.S.C.  6991c(a)  (1)  through 
(7),  includes  the  notification 
requirements  of  section  9004(a)(8),  42 
U.&C  6991c(a)(8)  and  provides  for 
adequate  enforcement  of  compliance 
with  UST  standards  (section  9004(a),  42 
U.S.C.  6991c(a) ). 

B.  State  of  Maryland 

The  Maryland  Department  of  the 
Environment  (MDE),  is  the  implementing 
agency  for  UST  activities  in  the  State. 
The  Hazardous  and  Solid  Waste 
Management  Administration  (HSWMA) 
of  MDE  is  dedicating  a  substantial  effort 
to  remediate,  prevent,  and  control  UST- 
related  groundwater  contamination  by 
maintaining  a  visible  enforcement 
presence  in  the  inidustrial  community. 

The  scope  of  the  Maryland  UST 
Program  extends  beyond  the  sci^e  of 
the  Federal  UST  Program.  In  addition  to 
30,000  USTs  covered  by  both  the  Federal 
and  Maryland's  programs.  Maryland 
also  regulates  an  estimated  additional 
40,000  USTs  containing  beating  oil 

Maryland’s  requirements  which 
exceed  the  stringency  or  scope  of  the 
Federal  regulations  include  the 
following  subject  matter. 

(1)  Heating  oil  tanks — ^With  the 
exception  of  residential  and  farm  tanks 
of  1,100  gallons  or  less,  all  heating  oil 
tanks  were  required  to  be  registered 
with  the  State  by  July  1, 1990.  They  also 
must  meet  Maryland’s  installation 
requirements  and  be  precision-tested 
when  they  are  15  years  old  and  every  5 
years  therafter. 

(2)  Installer  Certification — ^Maryland 
requires  that  a  State-certified  installer 
be  present  during  any  underground 
storage  tank  installation  or  repair  work. 
Installers  must  pass  a  certification  lest 
and  pay  a  certification  fee.  The  test 
consists  of  100  questions  concerning 
accepted  industry  practice  for  installing 
underground  storage  tanks  and 
questions  on  the  Maryland  regulations. 
Certifications  are  valid  for  2  years  from 
the  date  of  issue. 

(3)  Reporting  of  spills — Maryland 
requires  all  releases  of  product  and  tank 
test  failures  to  be  reported  within  2 
hours. 

(4)  Cathodic  protection  system 
testing — Maryland  requires  yearly 
testing  of  all  cathodic  protection 
systems  to  insure  that  protection  is 
achieved. 

(5)  Monitoring  pipes — Monitoring 
pipes  must  be  installed  at  all 
underground  storage  tank  installations 
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regardless  of  the  method  used  for 
release  detection. 

(6)  Maricing  of  fill  lines — Maryland 
requires  all  fill  lines  to  underground 
storage  tanks  be  clearly  marked  to 
indicate  the  size  of  the  tank  and  type  of 
product  stored. 

(7)  Interior  lining  of  existing  tanks — 
Maryland  requires  all  existing  tanks  that 
are  relined  to  add  cathodic  protection 
simultaneously. 

(8)  Inventories — ^Maryland  requires  all 
metered  storage  systems  to  keep  daily 
inventories;  additionally,  these 
inventories  must  be  reconciled  to  to 
1%  of  throughput  for  a  30-day  period. 

The  Maryland  Department  of  the 
Envii'onment  submitted  a  draft 
application  for  program  approval  on 
January  19, 1990.  EPA  reviewed  and 
provided  comments  on  the  regulations 
on  January  30, 1990  and  commented  on 
the  other  components  on  April  2, 1990. 

On  November  5, 1990,  the  State  of 
Maryland  submitted  an  official 
application  for  approval.  The  State 
reaffirmed  its  application  by  letter  dated 
January  31, 1992,  and  submitted  a 
revised  Attorney  General’s  Statement 
and  a  revised  Memorandum  of 
Agreement.  Prior  to  its  submission,  the 
State  of  Maryland  provided  an 
opportunity  for  public  notice  and 
comment  in  the  development  of  its 
underground  storage  tank  program,  as 
required  by  40  CFR  §  281.50(b).  EPA  has 
reviewed  Maryland’s  application,  and 
has  tentatively  determined  that  the 
State’s  program  meets  all  of  the 
requirements  necessary  to  qualify  for 
final  approval.  However,  EPA  intends  to 
review  all  timely  public  comments  prior 
to  making  a  final  decision  whether  to 
grant  approval  to  the  State  of  Maryland 
to  operate  its  program  in  lieu  of  the 
Federal  program. 

In  accordance  with  Section  9004  of 
RCRA,  42  U.S.C.  6991  c,  and  40  CFR 
§  281.50(e],  the  Agency  will  hold  a 
public  hearing  on  its  tentative  decision 
on  May  4, 1992  at  7  p.m.  at  the  Loch 
Raven  Senior  High  School,  Baltimore 
County  Public  School,  1212  Cowpens 
Avenue,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21204, 
unless  insufficient  public  interest  is 
expressed.  The  public  may  also  submit 
written  comments  on  EPA’s  tentative 
determination  until  May  1, 1992.  Copies 
of  Maryland’s  application  are  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
locations  indicated  in  the  “ADDRESSES” 
section  of  this  notice. 

EPA  will  consider  all  public  comments 
on  its  tentative  determination  received 
at  the  public  hearing,  if  a  hearing  is  held, 
and  during  the  public  comment  period. 
Issues  raised  by  those  comments  may  be 
the  basis  for  a  decision  to  deny  approval 
to  the  State  of  Maryland.  EPA  will  give 


notice  of  its  decision  in  the  Federal 
Register;  the  notice  will  include  a 
summary  of  the  reasons  for  the  final 
determination  and  a  response  to  all 
signiHcant  comments. 

Compliance  With  Executive  Order  12291 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
has  exempted  this  action  from  the 
requirements  of  section  3  of  Executive 
Order  12291. 

Certification  Under  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  I  hereby  certify  that  this  approval 
will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  Final  approval  of  the  Maryland 
UST  program  will  suspend  the 
applicability  of  certain  Federal 
regulations  in  favor  of  Maryland’s 
programs,  thereby  eliminating 
duplicative  requirements  for  owners  and 
operators  of  underground  storage  tanks 
in  the  State.  It  does  not  impose  any 
significant  new  burdens  on  small 
entities.  This  rule,  therefore,  does  not 
require  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  281 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Hazardous  materials.  State 
program  approval,  and  Underground 
storage  tanks. 

Authority:  This  notice  is  issued  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  2002(a),  7004(b).  and 
9004  of  die  Resource  Conservation  and 
Recovery  Act  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  6912(a), 
6974(b)  and  6991c. 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Edwin  B.  Erickson, 

Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  92-5587  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  6660-50-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[MM  Docket  No.  91-349;  RM-7862] 

Radio  Broadcasting  Services; 
Hartselle,  AL 

agency:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  substitutes 
Channel  291 C3  for  Channel  291A  at 
Hartselle,  Alabama,  and  modifies  the 
permit  for  Station  WYAM(FM)  to 
specify  operation  on  the  higher  powered 
channel,  as  requested  by  Dorsey  Eugene 
Newman.  See  56  FR  64228,  December  9, 
1991.  Coordinates  for  Channel  291 C3  at 
Hartselle  are  34-27-09  and  86-42-27. 


With  this  action,  the  proceeding  is 
terminated. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  20, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Nancy  Joyner,  Mass  Media  Bureau,  (202) 
634-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
synopsis  of  the  Commission’s  Report 
and  Order,  MM  Docket  No.  91-349, 
adopted  February  24, 1992,  and  released 
March  4, 1992.  The  full  text  of  this 
Commission  decision  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  in  the  FCC  Dt^ets 
Branch  (room  230),  1919  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington.  DC.  The  complete  text  of 
this  decision  may  also  be  purchased 
from  the  Commission’s  copy  contractors. 
Downtown  Copy  Center,  (202)  452-1422, 
1714  21st  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  73 
Radio  broadcasting. 

PART  73— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  73 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority.  47  U.S.C  154, 303. 

§73.202  [AmendedI 

2.  Section  73.202(b),  the  Table  of  FM 
Allotments  under  Alabama,  is  amended 
by  removing  Channel  291A  and  adding 
Channel  291 C3  at  Hartselle. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Michael  C  Ruger, 

Assistant  Chief,  Allocations  Branch,  Policy 
and  Rules  Division,  Mass  Media  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5447  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  •712-OI-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[MM  Docket  No.  91-284;  RM-7814] 

Radio  Broadcasting  Services; 
Independence,  CA 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. _ 

SUMMARY:  This  document  substitutes 
Channel  223B  for  Channel  292A  at 
Independence,  California,  and  modifies 
the  permit  for  Station  KDAY(FM)  to 
specify  operation  on  the  higher  powered, 
non-adjacent  channeL  as  requested  by 
Benett  Kessler.  See  56  FR  50M3,  October 
9. 1991.  Coordinates  for  Channel  223B  at 
Independence  are  36-48-56  and  118-08- 
36. 

Although  the  Notice  also  announced 
that  Channel  288B  would  be  available  as 
an  additional  equivalent  channel  at 
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Independence,  in  the  event  other  parties 
expressed  an  interest  in  the  use  of  a 
Class  B  channel  at  that  community,  no 
expression  of  interest  was  received. 

With  this  action,  the  proceeding  is 
terminated. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  20, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Nancy  Joyner,  Mass  Media  Bureau,  (202) 
634-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
synopsis  of  the  Commission's  Report 
and  Order,  MM  Docket  No.  91-284, 
adopted  February  24, 1992,  and  released 
March  4, 1992.  The  full  text  of  this 
Commission  decision  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  in  the  FCC  Dockets 
Branch  (Room  230),  1919  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  l^e  complete  text  of 
this  decision  may  also  be  pmchased 
from  the  Commission's  copy  contractors. 
Downtown  Copy  Center,  (202)  452-1422, 
1714  21st  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  73 
Radio  broadcasting. 

PART  73— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  73 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  47  U.S.C.  154,  303. 

§73.202  [Amended] 

2.  Section  73.202(b),  the  Table  of  FM 
Allotments  under  California,  is  amended 
by  removing  Channel  292A  and  adding 
Channel  223B  at  Independence. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Michael  C.  Ruger, 

Assistant  Chief,  Allocations  Branch,  Policy 
and  Rules  Division,  Mass  Media  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5443  Filed  3-9-92,  B:4S  am] 

BUUNQ  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[MM  Docket  No.  91-174;  RM-7728] 

Radio  Broadcasting  Services;  Goliad, 
TX 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission,  at  the 
request  of  Alco  Communications,  allots 
Channel  240A  to  Goliad,  Texas.  See  56 
FR  30374,  July  2, 1991.  Channel  240A  can 
be  allotted  to  Goliad  in  compliance  with 
the  Commission's  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements  with  a  site 
restriction  of  3.7  kilometers  (2.3  miles) 
west  to  avoid  a  short-spacing  to  the 
proposed  substation  of  Channel  241C1 


for  Channel  241C2  for  Station  KXGJ- 
GM,  Bay  City,  Texas.  The  coordinates 
for  the  allotment  of  Channel  240A  are 
26-40-23  and  97-25-40.  Since  Goliad  is 
located  within  320  kilometers  (199  miles) 
of  the  Mexican  border,  concurrence  of 
the  Mexican  government  has  been 
obtained  for  this  allotment.  With  this 
action,  this  proceeding  is  terminated. 
DATES:  Effective  Date;  April  20, 1992. 
The  window  period  for  filing 
applications  will  open  on  April  21, 1992, 
and  close  on  May  21, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Pamela  Blumenthal,  Mass  Media 
Bureau,  (202)  634-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
synopsis  of  the  Commission's  Report 
and  Order,  MM  Docket  No.  91-174, 
adopted  February  24, 1992,  and  released 
March  4, 1992.  The  full  text  of  this 
Commission  decision  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  in  the  FCC  Dockets 
Branch  (room  230),  1919  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  The  complete  text  of 
this  decision  may  also  be  purchased 
from  the  Commission's  copy  contractor. 
Downtown  Copy  Center,  (202)  452-1422, 
1714  21st  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  73 
Radio  broadcasting. 

PART  73— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  73 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  47  U.S.C.  154,  303. 

§  73.202  [Amended] 

2.  Section  73.202(b),  the  Table  of  FM 
Allotments  under  'Texas,  is  amended  by 
adding  Channel  240A,  Goliad. 

Federal  Conununications  Commission. 
Michael  C.  Ruger, 

Assistant  Chief,  Allocations  Branch,  Policy 
and  Rules  Division,  Mass  Media  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5446  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BIIXINQ  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[MM  Docket  No.  91-353;  RM-7863] 

Radio  Broadcasting  Services;  Altoona, 
Wl 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  substitutes 
Channel  251C3  for  Channel  251A  at 
Altoona,  Wisconsin,  and  modifies  the 
construction  permit  for  Station  WISM- 
FM  to  specify  operation  on  the  higher 


class  channel  in  response  to  a  petition 
filed  by  Alpenglow  Communications. 

Inc.  See  56  FR  65207,  December  16, 1991. 
The  coordinates  for  Channel  251C3  are 
44-43-35  and  91-25-06.  With  this  action, 
this  proceeding  is  terminated. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  20. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kathleen  Scheuerle,  Mass  Media 
Bureau, (202)  634-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
summary  of  the  Commission's  Report 
and  Order.  MM  Docket  No.  91-353, 
adopted  February  24, 1992,  and  released 
March  4, 1992.  The  full  text  of  this 
Commission  decision  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  in  the  FCC  Dockets 
Branch  (room  230),  1919  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  The  complete  text  of 
this  decision  may  also  be  purchased 
from  the  Commission's  copy  contractors. 
Downtown  Copy  Center,  1714  21st 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036, 

(202)  452-1422. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  73 
Radio  broadcasting. 

PART  73— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  73 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  47  U.S.C.  154,  303. 

§  73.202  [Amended] 

2.  Section  73.202(b),  the  Table  of  FM 
Allotments  under  Wisconsin,  is 
amended  by  removing  Channel  251A 
and  adding  Channel  251C3  at  Altoona. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Michael  C  Ruger, 

Assistant  Chief  Allocations  Branch,  Policy 
and  Rules  Division,  Mass  Media  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5444  Filed  3-0-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  90 

[PR  Docket  No.  91-112;  RM-7317,  FCC  92- 
70] 

Private  Land  Mobile  Radio  Services 

agency:  Federal  Communications 

Conunission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Commission  has  adopted 
a  Report  and  Order  amending  section 
90.209(b](6]  of  its  rules  to  delete  the  50 
MHz  bandwidth  limitation  in  the  24.05- 
24.25  GHz  and  33.4-36.0  GHz  bands. 
Bandwidth  authorizations  in  these  two 
bands  will  be  authorized  on  a  case-by¬ 
case  basis.  This  rule  change  will 
promote  increased  use  of  these  bands  b> 
enabling  the  development  of  equipment 
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utilizing  wideband  modulation 
techniques. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  9,1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Eugene  Thomson.  Rules  Branch,  Land 
Mobile  and  Microwave  Division,  Private 
Radio  Bureau.  (202)  634-2443. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
summary  of  the  Commission’s  Report 
and  Order,  PR  Docket  No.  91-112,  rm- 
7317,  adopted  February  20, 1992,  and 
released  March  5, 1992.  The  full  text  of 
the  Report  and  Order  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  in  the  FCC  Dockets 
Branch,  room  230, 1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  Hie  complete  text  may 
be  purchased  from  the  Commission's 
copy  contractor.  Downtown  Copy 
Center,  1114  2l8t  Street  NW., 
Washington.  DC  20036,  telephone  (202) 
452-1422. 

Summary  of  Report  and  Order 

The  frequency  bands  24.05-24.25  GHz 
and  334-36.0  GHz  are  designated  for 
part  90  Radiolocation  Service  use. 
Frequencies  in  these  bands  are  used  in 
equipment  designed  to  determine 
distance,  speed,  direction,  or  position  for 
purposes  other  than  navigation,  and  are 


authorized  for  operation  with  up  to  a 
maximum  bandwidth  of  50  MHz.  In 
April  1991,  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  6  FCC  Red  2145  (1991),  56  FR 
18799,  April  24, 1991  was  released  that 
proposed  to  delete  the  50  MHz 
bandwidth  limitation  and  authorize 
bandwidths  in  the  two  bands  on  a  case- 
by-case  basis. 

After  reviewing  the  record  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  concluded 
that  the  removal  of  the  restrictive  rule 
would  provide  the  industry  with  the 
technical  flexibility  to  develop  new  and 
different  technologies  and  promote  more 
efficient  use  of  the  spectrum. 

The  Report  and  Onler  amends 
sections  M.209(b)(6)  to  provide  that 
bandwidths  in  the  24.05-24.25  GHz  and 
33.4-36.0  GHz  bands  will  be  authorized 
on  a  case-by-case  basis.  Additionally, 
because  the  10.55-10.68  GHz  band  is  no 
longer  available  to  part  90  applicants, 
the  Report  and  Order  updates  section 
90.209(b)(6)  to  indicate  that  the  25  MHz 
bandwidth  limitation  for  the  10.55-10.68 
GHz  band  applies  only  to  grandfathered 
systems. 

list  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  90 

Radiolocation  Service;  Bandwidth  and 
Radio.^  , 


Amendatory  Text 

47  CFR  part  90  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  90— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  for  part  90  continues 
to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Sections  4. 303,  331, 48  Slat.,  as 
amended.  1066, 1082: 47  U.S.C.  154, 303  and 
332  unless  otherwise  noted. 

2.  Section  90.209  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)(6)  to  read  as 
follows: 

$90,209  Bandwidth  Hmitation. 

*  •  *  *  • 

(b)  *  *  * 

(6)  The  authorized  bandwidth  for 
assignments  in  the  24,050  to  24,250  MHz 
and  33,400  to  36,000  MHz  frequency 
bands  listed  in  S  90.103  shall  be 
specified  in  the  station  authorization. 
Stations  authorized  in  the  10,550  to 
10,680  MHz  band  under  this  part  prior  to 
April  17, 1981,  will  retain  their  initial 
bandwidth  authorization. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Donna  R.  Searcy, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  92-5584  Filed  3-9-92: 8:45  am) 
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Tuesday,  March  10.  1992 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  57.  No.  47 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency 

12  CFR  Part  8 

[Docket  No.  [92-2] 

Assessments 

agency:  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency,  Treasury. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Office  of  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  (OCC)  is  requesting 
comments  on  amending  12  CFR  part  8  to 
increase  its  assessment  schedule.  The 
current  schedule  is  increased  by  27  to  30 
percent  effective  with  the  semiannual 
assessment  due  by  July  31, 1992.  This 
increase  reflects  an  annual  increase  of 
approximately  15  percent  in  1992  and 
another  15  percent  in  1993.  The  OCC 
also  proposes  to  change  the  method  it 
uses  to  index  the  assessment  schedule 
to  adjust  for  imbalances  caused  by 
inflation  or  deflation. 

The  proposed  increase  is  designed  to 
help  the  OCC  comply  with  the  Federal 
Deposit  insurance  Corporation 
Improvement  Act  of  1991  (FDiClA), 
which  requires  the  OCC  to  augment 
significantly  its  examination  efforts  over 
the  next  three  years.  The  OCC  will 
require  an  approximate  30  percent 
increase  or  more  in  examiners,  an 
increase  that  will  be  funded  by  the 
proposed  assessment  schedule. 

At  the  same  time  that  the  OCC  is 
seeking  comments  on  an  increase  in  the 
current  assessment  schedule  to  meet 
immediate  statutory  and  other 
requirements,  it  is  also  considering 
alternative  assessment  structures  for 
future  implementation.  Thus,  the  OCC  is 
requesting  comments  on  a  proposed, 
alternative  assessment  structure  that 
would  charge  higher  assessments  for 
those  banks  with  performance  or  other 
characteristics  that  cause  the  OCC  to 
devote  additional  resources  to  supervise 
them. 


DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
April  9. 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
directed  to:  Communications  Division, 

9th  Floor,  250  E  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20219,  Attention:  Docket  No.  92-2. 
Comments  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  and  photocopying  at  the 
same  location. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Roy  Madsen,  Associate  Director, 
Financial  Management,  (202)  874-5130; 
or  Christina  Trojan-Masnyk,  Attorney, 
Legal  Advisory  Services  Division,  (202) 
874-5320,  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency.  Washington,  DC  20219. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Under  the  National  Bank  Act,  12 
U.S.C.  1  et  seq.,  the  OCC  is  responsible 
for  supervising  national  banks  and 
ensuring  that  they  comply  with  all 
applicable  laws  and  operate  in  a  safe 
and  sound  manner.  The  OCC  uses  the 
examination  process  to  carry  out  these 
responsibilities.  Pursuant  to  12  U.S.C. 
482,  as  amended  by  section  114  of  the 
FDlClA,  Public  Law  102-242, 105  Stat. 
2236  (1991),  the  OCC  “may  impose  and 
collect  assessments,  fees,  or  other 
charges  as  necessary  or  appropriate 
.  .  .”  from  national  banks.  District  of 
Columbia  banks  supervised  by  the  OCC. 
and  federally  licensed  branches  and 
agencies  of  foreign  banks  “.  .  ,  to  meet 
the  Comptroller’s  expenses  in  carrying 
out  authorized  activities.”  The  OCC’s 
assessment  regulation  is  located  at  12 
CFR  part  8. 

On  November  30, 1990  (55  FR  49838), 
the  OCC  modified  12  CFR  part  8  to 
increase  assessments  to  meet  short-term 
funding  needs  projected  at  that  time.  In 
view  of  the  increased  examination 
requirements  in  FDICIA,  that  increase  is 
now  insufficient  to  fund  the  OCC’s 
operations.  Section  111  of  FDICIA 
requires  an  examination  of  all  insured 
depository  institutions  every  12-month8: 
as  an  exception,  a  small  number  of 
banks  may  be  examined  on  an  18-month 
cycle  if  they  meet  certain  asset  size  and 
condition  criteria.  To  meet  the  statutory 
requirements,  the  OCC  needs  to 
increase  its  examination  force  over  the 
next  three  years. 

The  new  statutory  requirements  have 
been  placed  on  the  OCC  at  a  time  when 
the  condition  of  the  banking  industry 
remains  weak.  The  difficulties  in 
selected  geographic  sectors,  such  as 


New  England,  and  economic  sectors, 
such  as  real  estate,  are  reflected  in  the 
condition  of  the  banking  system. 

Problem  banks  and  bank  failures  have 
continued  at  high  levels.  These  factors 
continue  to  demand  increased 
resources. 

Additionally,  the  rapid  changes  in  the 
financial  services  industry  increase  the 
demands  on  the  OCC's  supervisory 
capabilities.  To  ensure  the  safety  and 
soundness  of  national  banks  in  a 
dynamic  financial  services  industry,  the 
OCC  must  develop  policies  and 
maintain  expertise  consistent  with 
marketing,  strategic,  and  technological 
advances.  To  carry  out  the  OCC’s 
mission,  new  products  and  new  markets 
in  banking  require  more  OCC  resources, 
specialized  training  and  additional 
examination  efforts. 

Due  to  these  changes  in  the  legal, 
regulatory,  and  economic  environments, 
the  OCC  must  increase  examiner 
resources  by  approximately  30  percent 
or  more  over  the  next  three  years. 
Without  additional  assessments,  the 
OCC  cannot  fund  a  staff  increase  of  this 
magnitude.  Without  the  staff  increase, 
the  OCC  cannot  conduct  the  requisite 
examinations  or  fulfill  statutory  and 
'  other  requirements. 

OCC  Costs 

The  OCC  has  made  significant  efforts 
to  control  its  costs.  For  example,  in  1991, 
the  OCC  increased  its  supervision 
efforts  by  330  examiner  workyears, 
although  only  150  new  examiners  were 
hired.  More  than  50  percent  of  the 
increased  supervisory  resources  was 
met  by  redirecting  existing  staff  from 
support,  training,  and  overhead 
activities  to  examination  related 
activities. 

The  OCC  continues  its  long-term 
effort  to  reduce  its  non-supervision 
expenses  as  a  proportion  of  its  overall 
budget.  The  OCC  has  aggressively 
sought  long-term  reductions  in  office 
space  costs  by  renegotiating  or 
improving  leases.  For  example,  the 
relocation  of  OCC’s  headquarters  to 
Independence  Square  saves  $13.2 
million  in  office  space  expenditures  over 
15  years.  Significant  reductions  also 
have  been  made  to  travel  and  training 
expenditures  not-related  to  bank 
supervision,  and  all  employees  are 
responsible  for  making  their  work 
processes  more  efficient. 
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These  e^orts  are  reflected  in  the  trend 
in  the  OCC’s  overhead  rate,  which 
measures  the  relationship  of  support 
activity  costs  to  bank  examination  costs. 
Since  1987,  the  proportion  of  the  OCC’s 
expenses  devoted  to  support  activities, 
rather  than  direct  bank  supervision,  fell 
16  percent. 

Despite  these  efforts,  the  OCC 
operated  at  a  deficit  in  1991  of  $2  million 
as  a  result  of  assessment  shortfalls.  The 
1991  deficit  represents  one  percent  of 
the  OCC’s  total  expenditures.  In  1992,  if 
the  proposed  assessment  increase  is  not 
adopted,  the  OCC  is  projecting  a  $36 
million  deficit  from  the  cumulative  costs 
of  hiring,  training,  and  deploying 
additional  examiners  in  1991  and  1992. 
Further  deficits  for  1993  and  beyond  will 
occur  as  the  OCC  continues  to  increase 
resources  to  fulfill  the  new  examination 
requirements. 

The  OCC  estimates  that 
implementation  of  the  annual 
examination  provisions  of  FDICIA  will 
require  an  average  of  35  more  work  days 
per  bank  under  $1  billion  in  assets. 
Overall,  the  OCC  will  need  a  significant 
increase,  estimated  at  30  percent  or 
greater,  in  its  examination  staff.  The 
OCC  plans  to  increase  the  size  of  its 
examiner  staff  over  several  years 
starting  with  hiring  approximately  300 
new  examiners  in  1992. 

OCC  budget  increases  in  1992  and 
those  estimated  for  1993  that  are  directly 
related  to  implementation  of  FDICIA 
include:  A  30  percent  or  greater  increase 
in  the  size  of  the  OCC’s  examiner  work 
force;  increases  in  training  and 
equipment  to  accommodate  the  new 
examiners  and  to  maintain  the 
qualifications  of  existing  examiners; 
travel  costs  to  conduct  more  frequent 
and  lengthier  examinations;  and 
relocation  costs  to  ensure  that  its 
experienced  work  force  is  distributed  to 


implement  the  mandated  examination 
schedule  in  the  most  cost  effective 
manner. 

The  cost  of  complying  with  FDICIA, 
combined  with  inflation,  will  cause  a 
13.8  percent  increase  in  the  OCC’s  1992 
budget,  and  a  comparable  increase  in 
1993.  Without  the  staff  increases  and 
increased  examination  requirements 
resulting  from  FDICIA,  OCC’s  budget  for 
1992  would  have  increased  4.8  percent 
over  1991  with  an  anticipated  deficit  of 
$9.4  million — a  level  which  would  not 
have  required  an  assessment  increase  in 

1992,  but  at  a  minimum,  would  have 
required  an  increase  of  3  percent  in 

1993.  Therefore,  the  combined  effect  of 
FDICIA,  inflation,  and  revenue  shortfalls 
require  15  percent  increases  in  1992  and 
1993. 

The  combined  effect  of  the  mandated 
increase  in  examination  requirements, 
inflation,  and  the  decrease  in  the 
assessment  growth  rate,  render  the 
current  schedule  inadequate. 

Assessment  Revenue 

Asset-based  assessments  provide 
over  90  percent  of  the  OCC’s  revenue. 
Under  the  current  assessment  schedule, 
the  OCC’s  revenues  do  not  increase 
unless  bank  assets  grow.  However,  in 
recent  years,  such  growth  in  the 
assessment  base  has  not  kept  pace  with 
inflation  or  costs.  The  recent  slowdown 
in  bank  asset  growth,  coupled  with 
increasing  supervisory  requirements, 
has  hampered  the  OCC’s  ability  to  fund 
its  supervisory  activities  through  the 
current  assessment  schedule. 

In  the  early  1980s,  national  bank 
assets  grew  at  annual  rates  of  7.0 
percent  or  more.  In  1987,  the  growth  rate 
fell  dramatically  to  1.7  percent.  Although 
1988  and  1989  asset  growth  rates  were 
4.3  and  7.0  percent,  respectively,  the 
1990  national  bank  asset  growth  rate  fell 
to  only  0.4  percent.  Although  assets 


declined  during  the  first  six  months  of 
1991,  this  decline  was  offset  by  growth 
in  the  third  quarter.  Total  1991  bank 
asset  growth  stands  at  0.4  percent 
through  the  third  quarter.  The  OCC 
anticipates  that  asset  growth  will 
continue  to  be  uncertain  through  the 
1990s,  with  only  nominal  growth 
anticipated  in  the  short-term. 

The  OCC  intended  its  1990 
assessment  increase  of  11  percent  to 
cover  1991  and  1992.  However, 
deteriorating  economic  conditions  and 
an  increased  number  of  problem 
institutions  have  already  required  the 
OCC  to  increase  supervisory  resources 
to  levels  not  anticipated  when  the  1990 
assessment  increase  was  promulated. 
These  factors  were  exacerbated  by 
lower  than  anticipated  asset  growth 
resulting  in  the  current  revenue  shortfall. 

Proposal 

A.  Increase  the  Current  Assessment 

In  1992,  the  OCC  is  proposing  to 
increase  the  assessment  schedule  by  15 
percent  to  fund  the  initial  staff  increase 
of  300  examiners,  and  by  another  15 
percent  in  1993  to  fund  another  increase 
of  300  examiners.  These  two  increases 
will  be  effected  by  imposing  a  30 
percent  increase  to  the  assessment 
schedule  set  forth  below  for  the  second 
semiannual  assessment  period  in  1992. 
The  same  schedule  will  be  used  in  1993, 
with  the  exception  of  an  adjustment  for 
indexation,  as  discussed  later. 

This  proposal  would  continue  the 
OCC’s  present  assessment  methodology. 
The  OCC  expects  the  assessment 
increase  to  generate  additional  revenue 
of  about  $40  million  per  semiannual 
assessment  period.  The  OCC  is 
proposing  to  make  the  increase  reflected 
in  the  following  table  effective  with  the 
semiannual  assessment  due  by  July  31, 
1992,  and  beyond. 


If  the  banks'  total  assets  (consolidated  domestic  and  foreign 
subsidies)  are: 

The  semiannual  assessment  is: 

This  amount— 

Plus 

Of  excess  over— 

Over— 

But  not  over— 

Base  amount 

Marginal  rates 

Column  E 

Column  A 

Column  B 

Column  C 

Column  0 

Million 

Million 

Million 

0 

S2 

0 

.001645020 

0 

$2 

20 

3,290 

.000205628 

$2 

20 

100 

6,991 

.000164502 

20 

100 

200 

20,151 

.000106926 

100 

200 

1,000 

30,844 

.000090476 

200 

1,000 

2,000 

103,225 

.000074026 

1,000 

2,000 

6,000 

177,251 

.000065801 

2,000 

6,000 

20,000 

440,454 

.000055988 

6,000 

20,000 

40,000 

1,224,292 

.000052670 

20,000 

40,000 

2,277,682 

.000034488 

40,000 

The  following  table  illustrates  the 
impact  of  this  proposal  on  national 
banks. 
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Assessment  Increases  for  Selected  Bank  Sizes 


Bank  •!»  (mMionsI 


$20 

$100 

$200 

$300 

$1,000 

$2,000 

$6,000 

$20,000 

$40,000 

$6,991 

5,489 

$20,151 

15,612 

$30,844 

24,058 

$39392 

31,081 

$103325 

79,799 

$177,251 

137,122 

$440,454 

339,934 

$1324392 

944,169 

$2377,682 

1,755,937 

1.502 

27 

-.991 

4,539 

29 

-.599 

6,786 

28 

-.448 

8311 

28 

-.388 

23,426 

29 

-309 

40,129 

29 

— uTOD 

100,520 

30 

-321 

280,123 

30 

-.185 

521,745 

30 

-.172 

■  The  increese  in  semiannual  assessments  may  be  less  Sian  30  percent  due  to  the  rounding  of  each  asset  bracket 


Anraialized  impact  on  rskan  on  assets  (ROA)=Change  in  Semi  Anrrual  Assessment/Total  Assets;  assumes  a  34-peioent  tax  rate. 


The  majority  of  national  banks  (3,345 
banks  or  approximately  87  percent) 
have  assets  under  $300  million.  Banks  in 
this  category  would  pay.  on  average,  an 
additional  13,613  each  semiannual 
assessment  period.  On  an  annual  basis, 
this  represents  0.006  percent  of  return  on 
assets  (ROA)  for  those  banks.  For  large 
banks,  the  impact  on  ROA  is  somewhat 
less.  Therefore,  this  proposal  will  not 
have  a  significant  or  disparate  impact 
on  small  banks.  All  national  banks, 
regardless  of  size,  will  receive  27  to  30 
percent  increase  in  their  assessment 
fees  on  July  31. 1992. 

B.  Indexing  Marginal  Rates 

The  OCC  also  is  proposing  to  revise 
its  method  of  indexing  the  assessment 
schedule.  Presently,  the  OCC  indexes 
asset  brackets.  Because  indexing  the 
asset  brackets  of  the  assessment 
schedule  has  not  matched  inflationary 
cost  increases,  the  OCC  proposes  to 
index  instead  the  assessment  schedule's 
marginal  rates.  This  change  is  intended 
to  offset  bank  asset/OCC  expense 
growth  imbalances  caused  by  future 
inflationary  or  deflationary  pressures. 

in  the  past,  the  OCC  has  indexed  the 
endpoints  of  each  of  the  ten  assessment 
asset  brackets  each  year  to  adjust  for 
the  change  in  the  “implicit  price 
deflator"  (deflator).  This  methodology 
was  used  because  bank  assets  in  the 
1970s  and  early  1980s  grew  at  rates  at 
least  as  great  as  inflation,  matching 
changes  in  the  OCC's  costs.  As 
discussed  above,  in  the  late  1980s  and 
early  1990s,  banks  have  experienced 
little  asset  growth  while  the  OCC  has 
face  unprecedented  growth  in  resources 
demands. 

In  order  to  make  the  relationship 
between  inflation/deflation  and  OCC 
costs  more  direct,  the  OCC  is  proposing 
to  index  marginal  rates  by  the  change  in 
the  deflator.  The  asset  brackets  have 
been  rounded. 

The  actual  increase  in  the  marginal 
rates  in  a  particular  year  will  depend 
upon  the  rate  of  inflation  and  the  asset 
growth  in  the  industry.  A  particular 
bank's  assessment  increase  may 


significantly  differ  from  the  industry 
average  if  the  bank's  asset  growth 
differs  from  the  industry's  asset  growth. 

The  proposal  allows,  but  does  not 
require,  the  OCC  to  adjust  the  marginal 
rates  up  to  the  percentage  change  in  the 
deflator.  This  provides  &e  OCC 
flexibility  to  use  a  lower  indexing  factor 
in  situations  where  funds  may  be 
generated  above  those  required  {e.g., 
national  bank  asset  growth  increases, 
providing  the  OCC  with  surplus  funding, 
or  the  OCC  reduces  expenditures).  Each 
one  percent  increase  in  the  index  equals 
approximately  $2.6  million  of  revenue 
based  upon  current  asset  levels.  If  the 
proposal  is  adopted,  the  OCC  will 
publish  the  revised  marginal  rates  for 
assessments  in  its  annual  “Notice  of 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency  Fees" 
published  each  December. 

Altemadve  Assessment  Structures 

In  this  notice,  the  OCC  is  also 
considering  alternative  assessment 
structures  for  implementation  in  the 
future.  In  1990,  the  OCC's 
Comprehensive  Revenue  Study  Steering 
Committee  (Steering  Committee) 
recognized  that  the  OCC's  funding 
structure  was  inadequate  to  meet  any 
significant  increase  in  examination 
needs,  particularly  in  an  environment  of 
slow  bank  asset  growth.  Further,  the 
Steering  Committee  recognized 
problems  with  the  current  funding 
methodology  where  banks  of  the  same 
size  pay  the  same  amount,  regardless  of 
their  condition. 

On  July  6. 1990  (55  FR  27964),  the 
Steering  Committee  solicited  comments 
on  various  funding  options.  Respondents 
suggested  that  problem  banks  should  be 
assessed  higher  fees  to  pay  for  the 
greater  OCC  resources  devoted  to  their 
supervision.  Because  of  the  preliminary 
nature  of  that  request  for  comment,  the 
OCC  received  few  comments,  many  of 
which  were  limited  in  nature. 

As  a  result  of  the  additional  funding 
flexibility  allowed  under  section  114  of 
the  FDICIA,  the  OCC  could  change  its 
current  assessment  schedule  “as 
necessary  to  carry  out  the 


responsibilities  of  the  duties  of  the 
Comptroller.”  An  alternative  structure 
could  be  based  in  whole  or  in  part  on 
the  characteristics  of  individual  banks 
that  cause  the  OCC  to  devote  additional 
resources  to  supervise  them.  The 
characteristics  could  include  the  amount 
of  capital  the  bank  maintains,  the 
quality  of  the  loans  in  its  portfolio,  and/ 
or  other  indicators  of  a  bank's  condition. 
An  advantage  of  a  structure  of  this  type 
would  be  that  each  bank  would  have  an 
incentive  to  reduce  its  examination  cost 
by  reducing  factors  that  create 
supervisory  concern.  The  current 
structure  contains  no  similar  incentives. 

The  OCC  is  not  proposing  to  adopt,  at 
this  time,  an  alternative  structure  for  the 
assessments  that  banks  will  pay  in  1992 
or  1993.  The  OCC's  proposal  for  the 
immediate  future  is  to  meet  needs  for 
additional  revenue  by  making  modest 
adjustments  within  the  existing 
assessment  structure.  As  indicated 
below,  the  OCC  is  awaiting  information 
that  will  become  available  after 
implementation  of  FDICIA  to  develop 
the  details  of  an  alternative  proposal, 
and  would  also  like  to  receive 
substantial  public  comment  on  the 
issues  surrounding  such  an  alternative. 

First,  operational  aspects  of  the  OCC 
will  change  signiHcanUy  as  a  result  of 
the  new  examination  schedule 
mandated  by  the  FDICIA.  The  OCC  has 
never  operated  at  the  resource  levels 
that  are  required  by  FDICIA.  To  make  a 
major  change  in  its  approach  to 
assessments  at  this  time,  the  OCC 
would  need  to  rely  on  historical 
resource  allocations  that  may  not  meet 
OCC's  resource  needs  under  FDICIA. 
Second,  bank  composite  ratings  are 
confidential.  Public  disclosure  of  bank 
ratings,  even  indirectly,  must  be  fully 
evaluated.  Finally,  section  302  of 
FDICIA  requires  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation  (FDIC)  to  impose 
a  “risk-based"  deposit  insurance 
assessment  scheme  by  July  1993.  Any 
specific  approach  ultimately  adopted  by 
the  OCC  should  take  into  account  the 
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approach  used  by  FDIC  to  impose  risk- 
based  insurance  premiums. 

Critical  to  any  such  proposed 
alternative  assessment  structure  is 
determining  the  factor(s]  that  would 
differentiate  between  the  supervision 
costs  incurred  by  national  banks.  One 
option  might  be  to  provide  two  separate 
assessment  schedules,  each  setting 
different  marginal  assessment  rates.  The 
difference  in  schedules  could  be  based 
on  a  bank’s  condition  as  indicated  by 
the  Composite  CAMEL  (Capital,  Asset 
quality.  Management,  Earnings,  and 
Liquidity)  rating.  For  example,  a  healthy 
bank  with  a  Composite  CAMEL  rating  of 
“1”  or  "2”,  which  generally  would 
require  fewer  supervisory  resources, 
could  pay  a  lower  fee.  A  bank  with  a 
Composite  CAMEL  rating  of  “3”,  “4”,  or 
“5”,  could  pay  a  performance-based 
surcharge.  This  higher  rate  would  reflect 
the  increased  cost  usually  involved  in 
examining  and  supervising  these  types 
of  banks. 

The  Office  of  Thrift  Supervision  (OTS) 
employs  a  performance-based 
assessment  approach.  The  OTS,  which 
regulates  thrift  institutions,  last  revised 
its  assessment  regulation  on  August  23, 
1990  (55  FR  34519)  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan 
Act  as  amended  by  the  Financial 
Institutions  Reform,  Recovery,  and 
Enforcement  Act  of  1989,  Public  Law 
101-73, 103  Stat.  183  (1989).  The  OTS 
adopted  two  asset-based  assessment 
schedules.  The  first  schedule  is 
available  to  institutions  with  a  MACRO 
(Management,  Asset  quality.  Capital 
adequancy.  Risk  management,  and 
Operating  results)  rating  of  "1”,  “2”,  or 
“3”.  A  second  schedule  recovers  the 
OTS’s  costs  of  examining  and 
supervising  problem  institutions — those 
with  a  MACRO  rating  of  “4"  or  “5”.  The 
OTS  believes  the  MACRO  rated  “4”  and 
“5”  institutions  merit  special 
supervisory  attention  and/or  warrant  a 
higher  normal  degree  of  supervisory 
concern. 

Comments 

The  OCC  is  soliciting  comments  on  its 
proposal  to  increase  assessment  rates 
and  on  its  new  method  for  indexing 
marginal  rates.  The  OCC  also  requests 
comments  on  the  proposed  alternative 
assessment  structure  or  other 
alternatives  commenters  wish  to 
recommend. 

Given  that  the  OTS  has  already 
adopted  an  alternative  approach,  and  in 
view  of  the  OCC’s  interest  in 
considering  alternatives  for  future 
implementation,  commenters  are  urged 
to  address  this  issue. 


Effective  Date 

As  noted  earlier,  the  proposed 
assessment  increase  will  be  applied  to 
the  assessment  that  national  banks  must 
pay  by  July  31, 1992,  for  the  period 
beginning  July  1  and  ending  December 
31.  Every  attempt  will  be  made  to 
publish  the  final  assessment  schedule  by 
May  30  (60  days  before  payment  is  due 
and  30  days  before  the  beginning  of  the 
period  for  which  payment  is  being 
made).  However,  the  very  recent 
enactment  of  FDICIA  and  the  need  to 
evaluate  the  comments  received,  may 
delay  publication  until  some  time  in 
June. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

Pursuant  to  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act,  5  U.S.C.  605(b),  it  is  certified  that 
this  proposal,  if  adopted  as  a  final  rule, 
will  not  have  a  substantial  economic 
impact  on  a  significant  number  of  small 
entities.  Accordingly,  a  regulatoVy 
flexibility  analysis  is  not  required.  As 
described  in  the  preamble,  the  majority 
of  national  banks  (3,345  banks  or 
approximately  87  percent)  have  assets 
under  $3000  million.  Banks  in  this 
category  would  pay,  on  average,  an 
additional  $3,613  each  semiannual 
assessment  period.  On  an  annual  basis, 
this  represents  0.006  percent  of  those 
banks’  return  on  assets,  which  is  not 
considered  substantial.  While  this 
proposal  will  have  some  impact  on  all 
national  banks,  it  will  not  have  a 
significant  or  disparate  impact  on  small 
banks.  All  national  banks,  regardless  of 
size,  will  receive  a  27  to  30  percent 
increase  in  their  assessment  fees. 

Executive  Order  12291 

It  has  been  determined  that  this 
proposed  rule,  if  adopted  as  a  final  rule, 
is  not  a  major  regulation  as  defined  in 
Executive  Order  12291  and  a  regulatory 
impact  analysis  is  not  required.  As 
described  in  the  preamble,  this  proposal 
will  have  some  impact  on  all  national 
banks.  All  national  banks,  regardless  of 
size,  will  receive  a  27  to  30  percent 
increase  in  their  assessment  fees.  The 
effect  of  this  increase  on  a  bank’s  return 
on  assets  is  not  substantial. 

List  of  Subjects  in  12  CFR  Part  8 

Assessments,  Fees,  National  banks. 
Authority  and  Issuance 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  part  8  of  chapter  1  of  title  12  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
proposed  to  be  amended  as  set  forth 
below: 


PART  8— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  8 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  12  U.S.C.  93a,  481, 482  and  3102: 
15  U.S.C.  78c  and  1;  and  26  D.C.  Code  102. 

2.  Section  8.2  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (a),  including  the  table,  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  8.2  Semiannual  assessment. 

(a)  Each  national  bank  and  each 
District  of  Columbia  bank  shall  pay  to 
the  Controller  of  the  Currency  a 
semiannual  assessment  fee,  due  by 
January  31  and  July  31  of  each  year,  for 
the  six-month  period  beginning  30  days 
before  each  payment  date.  The  amount 
of  the  semiannual  assessment  paid  by 
each  bank  is  computed  as  follows: 


If  the  banks'  total 
assets 

(consolidated 
dofnestic  and 
foreign  subsidies) 
are: 

The  semiannual  assessment 

is: 

This 

amount— 

Plus 

Of 

excess 

over— 

.  . 

Base 

anoount 

rates 

Over — 

But  not 
over— 

Column 

E 

Column 

D 

Column 

A 

Column 

C 

Column 

B 

Million 

Million 

1 

Million 

0 

$2 

0 

Y1 

0 

$2 

20 

$X1 

Y2 

$2 

20 

100 

X2 

Y3 

20 

100 

200 

X3 

Y4 

100 

200 

1,000 

X4 

Y5 

200 

1.000 

2,000 

X5 

Y6 

1,000 

2,000 

6,000 

X6 

Y7 

2,000 

6,000 

20,000 

X7 

Y8 

6,000 

20,000 

40,000 

X8 

Y9 

20,000 

40,000 

X9 

Y10 

40,000 

(1)  Every  national  bank  falls  into  one 
of  the  ten  asset-size  brackets  denoted  by 
Columns  A  and  B.  A  bank’s  semiannual 
assessment  is  composed  of  two  parts. 
The  first  part  is  the  calculation  of  a  base 
amount  of  the  assessment,  which  is 
computed  on  the  assets  of  the  bank  up 
to  the  lower  endpoint  (Column  A)  of  the 
bracket  in  which  it  falls.  The  base 
amount  of  the  assessment  is  calculated 
by  the  OCC  in  Column  C. 

(2)  The  second  part  of  the  calculation 
by  the  bank  of  assessments  due  on  the 
remaining  assets  of  the  bank  in  excess 
of  Column  E.  The  excess  is  assessed  at 
the  marginal  rate  shown  in  Column  D. 

(3)  The  total  semiannual  assessment 
is  the  amount  in  Column  C,  plus  the 
amount  of  the  bank’s  assets  in  excess  of 
Column  E  times  the  marginal  rate  in 
Column  D:  Assessments  =  C-»- ((Assets— 
E)XD]. 

(4)  Each  year,  the  OCC  may  index  the 
marginal  rates  in  Column  D  to  adjust  for 
changes  in  Gross  Domestic  Product 
Implicit  Price  Deflator  (GDPIPD).  The 
percent  change  in  the  level  of  prices,  as 
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measured  by  the  GDPIPD,  will  be 
calculated  for  each  )une-to-]une  period 
and  used  by  the  Comptroller  to  adjust 
marginal  rates  as  necessary.  The  OCC 
will  also  adjust  the  amounts  of  Column 
C  to  reflect  any  change  made  to  the 
marginal  rate. 

(5)  Hie  specific  marginal  rates  and 
complete  assessment  schedule  will  be 
published  in  the  “Notice  of  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  Fees*',  provided  for  at 
§  8.8.  Each  semiannual  assessment  is 
based  upon  the  total  assets  shown  in  the 
bank’s  most  recent  “Consolidated 
Report  of  Condition  (Including  Domestic 
and  Foreign  Subsidiaries)*'  (Call  Report) 
preceding  the  payment  date.  The 
assessment  shall  be  computed  in  the 
manner  and  on  the  form  provided  by  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency.  Each  bank 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency  on  the  date 
of  the  second  or  fourth  quarterly  Call 
Report  required  by  the  Office  under 
U.S.C.  161  is  subject  to  the  full 
assessment  for  the  next  six-month 
period  without  proration  for  any  reason. 
*  ♦  *  *  * 

Dated:  February  28, 1992. 

Robert  L.  Clarke, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5491  Filed  3-9-92: 8:45  am) 

BaUNG  CODE  4aiO-33-M 

UNITED  STATES  INFORMATION 
AGENCY 

22  CFR  Part  514 

INotice  No.  2] 

The  Exchange  Visitor  fh’ogratn 

agency:  United  States  Information 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  public  meeting  on 
proposed  insurance  regulations. 

SUMMARY;  The  United  States 
Information  Agency  (the  “Agency")  is  in 
the  process  of  revising  the  Exchange 
Visitor  Program  (J-l)  regulations.  Notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  regarding 
general  provisions  and  training 
regulations  for  the  Exchange  Visitor 
Program  was  published  in  the  Fmleral 
Register  (56  FR  59622-42)  on  November 
25, 1991.  The  90-day  comment  period 
ended  on  February  24, 1992.  A  number 
of  comments  addressed  the  proposed 
regulations  on  insurance,  which  were 
part  of  the  general  provisions.  The 
Agency  will  convene  a  public  meeting 
on  Thursday.  March  19, 1992,  at  2  p.m., 
est,  to  address  the  exchange 
community's  concerns  with  the 
insurance  proposal.  All  persons  are 
welcome  to  attend.  Reservation  is 
requested  as  stated  in  this  notice. 


DATE:  Thursday,  March  19, 1992.  See 
supplementary  information  for  further 
details. 

ADDRESS:  Room  840,  301  Fourth  Street 
SW..  Washington,  DC  20547. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Persons  who  request  more  information 
about  the  public  meeting  should  contact 
William  G.  Ohlhausen,  Assistant 
General  Counsel.  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  United  States  Information 
Agency,  Room  700, 301  Fourth  Street, 
SW..  Washington.  DC  20547,  Telephone 
(202)  619-0829,  FAX  (202)  619-4573. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
public  meeting  is  scheduled  to  be  held  at 
2  p.m.,  EST,  on  Thursday,  March  19, 1992 
in  room  840,  USIA  Building,  301  Fourth 
Street,  SW^  Washington,  DC  20547,  or  in 
a  larger  room  if  warranted  by  public 
interest.  The  meeting  will  be  conducted 
by  USIA  General  Counsel  Alberto  J. 
Mora.  The  Agency  encourages  the 
widest  possible  participation  from  all 
interested  parties,  such  as  Exchange 
Visitor  Pro^m  sponsors,  educational 
associations,  educational 
administrators,  corporate  training 
personnel,  government  agencies, 
exchange  visitors,  representatives  of  the 
international  travel  insurance  industry, 
and  members  of  the  public  at  large. 

Reservations:  Persons  planning  to 
attend  the  public  meeting  are  requested 
to  make  reservations  by  calling  'Tonya 
Reed,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel. 
USIA,  at  (202)  401-1707. 

Dated:  March  4. 1992. 

Alberto  |.  Mora, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5523  Filed  3-9^;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  KSe-OI-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  117 
(CGD13-92-011 

Drawbridge  Operation  Regulations; 
Snake  River,  ID 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  proposes  a 
change  to  the  regulations  governing  the 
drawspan  of  the  Interstate  Highway 
Bridge  (U.S.  Route  12)  across  the  Snake 
River,  mile  140.0,  between  Lewiston, 
Idaho,  and  Clarkston,  Washington.  This 
change  would  require  that  advance 
notice  be  given  by  5  p.m.  on  Wednesday 
for  any  openings  on  Friday.  Saturday, 
and  Sunday.  For  openings  on  holidays, 
notice  would  need  to  be  given  by  5  p.m. 


two  workdays  preceding  the  day  of 
requested  opening.  This  proposal  is 
being  made  because  of  a  marked 
decrease  in  requests  for  bridge  openings 
on  weekends  and  holidays.  *11118  action 
should  relieve  the  bridge  owner  of  the 
burden  of  having  a  person  continuously 
available  on  two-hour  standby  to  open 
the  draw.  The  proposed  regulation 
change  should  still  provide  adequately 
for  tlm  reasonable  needs  of  navigation. 
DATES:  Comments  should  be  received  on 
or  before  April  24, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
mailed  to  Commander  (oan).  Thirteenth 
Coast  Guard  District.  915  Second 
Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington  98174- 
1067.  The  comments  and  any  other 
materials  referenced  in  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  inspection  and 
photocopying  at  915  Second  Avenue, 
room  3410.  Normal  office  hours  are 
between  7:45  a.m.  and  4:15  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  holidays. 
Comments  may  also  be  hand-delivered 
to  this  addresss. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  E.  Mikesell,  Chief,  Bridge  Section. 
Aids  to  Navigation  and  Waterways 
Management  Branch  (Telephone:  (206) 
553-5864), 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  written  views,  data,  or 
arguments.  Persons  submitting 
comments  should  include  their  names 
and  addresses,  identify  the  bridge,  and 
give  reasons  for  concurrence  with,  or 
any  recommended  changes  in,  the 
proposal.  Persons  desiring 
acknowledgement  that  their  comments 
have  been  received  should  enclose  a 
stamped,  self-addressed  postcard  or 
envelope. 

The  Commander,  Thirteenth  Coast 
Guard  District,  will  evaluate  all 
communications  received  and  determine 
a  final  course  of  action  on  this  proposal. 
The  proposed  regulations  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 

Drafting  Information 

The  drafters  of  this  notice  are:  Austin 
Pratt,  project  officer,  and  Lieutenant 
Laticia ).  Argenti,  project  attorney. 

Discussion  of  the  Proposed  Regulations 

The  Washington  State  Department  of 
Transportation  has  asked  the  Coast 
Guard  to  approve  a  change  to  the 
operating  regulations  which  would 
require  a  longer  advance  notice  from 
vessel  operators  for  opening  the 
drawspan  on  weekends  (induding . 
Friday)  and  holidays.  The  propos^ 
regulation  change  would  require  that 
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notice  be  given  by  5  p.m.  Wednesday  for 
any  opening  on  Friday,  Saturday,  and 
Sunday.  For  an  opening  of  the  lift-span 
on  holidays,  vessel  operators  would 
have  to  give  notice  by  5  p.m.  on  the 
second  workday  preceding  the  holiday 
on  which  the  opening  is  required.  For 
the  purposes  of  the  proposed  regulation 
change,  workdays  include  Monday, 
Tuesday,  Wednesday,  and  Thursday 
except  holidays.  The  number  of  requests 
for  opening  the  drawspan  have 
decreased.  The  vertical  lift  span  was 
raised  28  times  in  1990  for  the  passage  of 
vessels.  From  January  through  August  of 
1991,  there  were  three  openings  for  the 
passage  of  vessels.  If  approved,  these 
regulations  would  reduce  operational 
costs  for  the  Washington  State 
Department  of  Transportation  and  still 
provide  for  the  reasonable  needs  of 
navigation. 

Existing  regulations  provide  that  the 
drawspan  shall  open  on  signal  if  two 
hours  notice  is  provided  and  only  at  6 
a.m.,  10  a.m.,  3  p.m.,  7  p.m.,  and  9  p.m. 
from  March  15  through  November  15 
and  at  9  a.m.,  10  a.m.,  2  p.m.,  and  3  p.m. 
from  November  16  through  March  14.  At 
all  other  times  the  drawspan  need  not 
be  opened  for  the  passage  of  vessels. 

Federalism 

This  action  has  been  analysed  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  and 
criteria  contained  in  Executive  Order 
12612,  and  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  proposed  rulemaking  does  not  have 
sufficient  federalism  implications  to 
warrant  the  preparation  of  a  Federalism 
Assessment. 

Economic  Assessment  and  Certification 

The  proposed  regulations  are 
considered  to  non-major  under 
Executive  Order  12291  on  Federal 
Regulation  and  nonsignificant  under  the 
Department  of  Transportation  regulatory 
policies  and  procedures  (44  FR 11034; 
February  26, 1979). 

The  economic  impact  of  this  proposal 
is  expected  to  be  so  minimal  that  a  full 
regulatory  evaluation  is  unnecessary. 
Navigation  and  marine-related 
businesses  would  not  be  significantly 
affected  by  the  proposed  action  because 
the  present  trend  of  infrequent  openings 
is  expected  to  continue.  Since  the 
.  economic  impact  of  this  proposal  is 
expected  to  be  minimal,  the  Coast 
Guard  certifies  that,  if  adopted,  it  will 
not  have  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

Environmental  impacts 

This  action  has  been  determined  by 
the  Coast  Guard  to  be  categorically 
excluded  from  further  environmental 
documentatimi  under  the  authority  of  40 


Code  of  Federal  Regulations  §  1507.3 
and  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
2.B.2.g.(5)  of  the  NEPA  Implementing 
Procedures  COMDTINST  M16475.1B. 

List  of  Subjects  in  33  CFR  Part  117 
Bridges. 

Proposed  Regulations 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Coast  Guard  proposes  to  amend  part  117 
of  33,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as 
follows: 

PART  117— (AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  117 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C.  499;  49  CFR  1.46;  33 
CFR  1.05-l(g). 

2.  Section  117.385  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§117.385  Snake  River. 

The  drawspan  of  the  U.S.  12  bridge, 
mile  140.0,  between  Lewiston,  Idaho, 
and  Clarkston,  Washington,  operates  as 
follows: 

(a)  The  draw  need  not  open  for  the 
passage  of  vessels  except  at  these  hours: 

(1)  From  March  15  through  November 
15  at  6  a.m.,  10  a.m.,  3  p.m.,  7  p.m.,  and  9 
p.m. 

(2)  From  November  16  through  March 
14  at  9  a.m.,  10  a.m.,  2  p.m..  and  3  p.m. 

(b)  Requests  for  openings  shall  be 
given  to  the  Washington  State 
Department  of  Transportation. 

(1)  Monday  through  Thursday  of  every 
week,  except  holidays,  the  draw  shall 
open  if  at  least  two  hours  notice  is 
given. 

(2)  Friday  through  Sunday  of  every 
week,  except  holidays,  the  draw  shall 
open  if  notice  is  given  by  5  pan.  if  the 
preceding  Wednesday. 

(3)  The  draw  shall  open  on  holidays  if 
notice  is  given  by  5  p.m.  two  workdays, 
excluding  Friday,  preceding  the  holiday. 

Dated;  March  3, 1992. 

).E.  Vorbach, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Commander, 

13th  Coast  Guard  District 

[FR  Doc.  92-5530  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BHNns  CoOm  MtO-U-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  50 
[FRL-4114-3] 

Court  Order;  Review  of  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards  for 
Ozone 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency^ 


action:  Notice  of  order  and  final 
judgment;  opportunity  for  public 
comment. 


summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  an 
order  conditionally  entered  on  February 
28, 1992,  in  litigation  concerning  the 
national  ambient  air  quality  standards 
for  ozone  under  the  Clean  Air  Act 
("Act”),  As  discussed  more  fully  below, 
the  Environmental  Protection  /^ency 
("EPA”)  is  providing  an  opportunity  for 
public  comment  on  the  order  under 
section  113(g)  of  the  Act. 

DATE:  Written  comments  on  the  order 
must  be  received  by  April  9, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  sent,  preferably  in  triplicate,  to 
Gerald  K.  Gleason,  Air  and  Radiation 
Division  (LE-132A),  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20460.  Copies  of  the  order  are 
available  from  Betty  S.  Mobley  at  the 
same  address  (telephone  202-260-7606) 
or  from  Craig  Galli,  U.S.  Department  of 
Justice,  Environment  and  Natural 
Resources  Division.  Environmental 
Defense  Section,  P.O.  Box  23986, 
Washington,  DC  20026-3986  (telephone 
202-514-1538). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  H.  Haines  (Program  Officer),  919- 
541-5533  or  Gerald  K.  Gleason  (^nior 
Attorney),  202-260-7623. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
American  Lung  Ass'n  v.  Reilly,  No.  91- 
CV-4114  (JRB)  (E.D.N.Y.),  the  American 
Lung  Association  and  other  plaintiffs 
sued  to  compel  a  decision  on  whether  to 
revise  EPA’s  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards  (“NAAQS”)  for  ozone, 
codified  at  40  CFR  50.9,  under  section 
109(d)  of  the  Act.  On  February  28, 1992, 
the  U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  New  York  conditionally 
entered  an  Order  and  Final  Judgment 
requiring  by  August  1, 1992,  a  proposed 
decision  and  by  Ma^ch  1, 1993,  a  final 
decision  on  whether  to  revise  the 
NAAQS  for  ozone.  The  proposed  and 
final  decisions  are  to  be  made  pursuant 
to  rulemaking  procedures,  including  a 
public  comment  period  of  at  least  sixty 
(60)  days.  The  onler  states  that  the 
above  requirements  are  conditioned 
upon  and  subject  to  section  113(g)  of  the 
Act  (requiring  notice  and  opportunity  for 
comment  on  certain  consent  orders  and 
settlement  agreements)  and  requires 
EPA  to  recommend  by  May  4, 1992,  that 
the  Court  enter  or  not  enter  the  order  on 
that  date. 

Accordingly,  for  a  period  of  thirty  (30) 
days  following  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice.  EPA  will  receive  any  written 
comments  on  the  order.  Under  section 
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113(g),  EPA  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
may  withhold  or  withdraw  consent  to 
the  order  if  the  comments  disclose  facts 
or  circumstances  that  indicate  that  such 
consent  is  inappropriate,  improper, 
inadequate,  or  inconsistent  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act. 

Dated:  March  5, 1992. 

Gerald  H.  Yamada, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5683  Filed  3-10-92;  6:45  am] 
BILLINO  CODE  6S60-5(Mi 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[MM  Docket  No.  92-32,  RM-7907] 

Radio  Broadcasting  Services; 
Blacksburg  and  Roanoke,  VA,  and 
Lewisburg.  WV 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. _ 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  requests 
comments  on  a  petition  by  Blacksburg- 
Christiansburg  Company  proposing  the 
substitution  of  Channel  287C3  for 
Channel  285A  at  Blacksburg,  Virginia, 
and  modification  of  Station  WWV- 
FM’s  license  to  specify  operation  on  the 
higher  powered  channel.  In  order  to 
accommodate  the  allotment  of  Channel 
287C3  to  Blacksburg,  we  also  propose  to 
substitute  Channel  275A  for  Channel 
288A  at  Lewisburg,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  modification  of  Station  WKCJ-FM’s 
license  accordingly;  and  the  substitution 
of  Channel  285C3  for  Channel  287A  at 
Roanoke,  Virginia,  and  modification  of 
the  construction  permit  for  Channel 
287A  accordingly.  See  Supplemental 
Information,  infra. 

OATES:  Comments  must  be  Filed  on  or 
before  April  27, 1992,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  May  12, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20554.  In 
addition  to  filing  comments  with  the 
FCC,  interested  parties  should  serve  the 
petitioner,  or  its  counsel  or  consultant, 
as  follows:  Mark  ).  Prak,  Esq., 
Tharrington,  Smith  &  Hargrove,  P.O. 
1151,  209  Fayetteville  Street  Mall, 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27602  (Counsel 
for  petitioner]  and  Julian  P.  Freret,  Esq., 
Booth,  Freret  &  Imlay,  1920  N  Street, 
NW.,  suite  150,  Washington,  DC  20036 
(Counsel  for  Susan  Brown]. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Pamela  Blumenthal,  Mass  Media 
Bureau.  (202]  634-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
synopsis  of  the  Commission’s  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  and  Order  to 


Show  Cause,  MM  Docket  No.  92-32, 
adopted  February  24, 1992,  and  released 
March  4, 1992.  The  full  text  of  this 
Commission  decision  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  in  the  FCC  Dockets 
Branch  (room  230],  1919  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  The  complete  text  of 
this  decision  may  also  be  purchased 
from  the  Commission’s  copy  contractor. 
Downtown  Copy  Center,  (202]  452-1422, 
1714  21st  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036. 

Chaimel  287C3  and  Channel  285C3 
can  be  allotted  to  Blacksburg  and 
Roanoke,  Virginia,  respectively,  in 
compliance  with  the  Commission’s 
minimum  distance  separation 
requirements.  Channel  287C3  can  be 
allotted  to  Blacksburg,  Virginia,  with  a 
site  restriction  of  6.2  kilometers  (3.9 
miles]  northwest  to  accommodate 
petitioner’s  desired  site.  The  coordinates 
for  Channel  287C3  at  Blacksburg  are 
North  Latitude  37-1&-14  and  West 
Longitude  80-27-39.  Channel  285C3  can 
be  allotted  to  Roanoke,  Virginia,  with  a 
site  restriction  of  8.4  kilometers  (5.2 
miles]  northeast  to  avoid  a  short-spacing 
to  Station  WDCG-FM,  Channel  286C, 
Durham,  North  Carolina.  The 
coordinates  for  Channel  285C3  at 
Roanoke  are  North  Latitude  37-20-33 
and  West  Longitude  79-53-50.  Channel 
275A  can  be  allotted  to  Lewisburg,  West 
Virginia,  in  compliance  with  the 
Commission’s  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements  and  can  be 
used  at  the  transmitter  site  speciHed  in 
Station  WKCJ-FM’s  license.  The 
coordinates  for  Channel  275A  at 
Roanoke  are  North  Latitude  37-48-17 
and  West  Longitude  80-21-03. 

Provisions  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not  apply  to 
this  proceeding. 

Members  of  the  public  should  note 
that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the  matter  is 
no  longer  subject  to  Commission 
consideration  or  court  review,  all  ex 
parte  contacts  are  prohibited  in 
Commission  proceedings,  such  as  this 
one,  which  involve  channel  allotments. 
See  47  CFR  1.1204(b]  for  rules  governing 
permissible  ex  parte  contacts. 

For  information  regarding  proper  filing 
procedures  for  comments,  see  47  CFR 
1.415  and  1.420. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  73 

Radio  broadcasting. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Michael  C.  Ruger, 

Assistant  Chief,  Allocations  Branch,  Policy 
and  Rules  Division,  Mass  Media  Bureau. 

((■R  Doc.  92-5445  Filed  3-9-92;  8;45am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6712-01-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1048 

[Ex  PartB  No.  MC-37  (Sub-No.  41)] 

Petition  To  Establish  a  Commercial 
Zone  of  El  Paso  County,  TX  and  Dona 
Ana  and  Luna  Counties,  NM 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  rulemaking  proceeding 
proposes  to  amend  the  regulations  at  49 
CFR  1048  to  provide  for  a  specifically 
deHned  commercial  zone  that  would 
embrace  the  Texas  county  of  El  Paso 
and  the  New  Mexico  counties  of  Dona 
Ana  and  Luna  for  transportation  of 
property.  The  expansion  of  the  existing 
zones  in  those  counties  into  a  single 
unified  commercial  zone  is  intended  to 
reflect  current  economic  conditions, 
commercial  realities,  and  prevailing 
service  needs. 

dates:  Comments  are  due  April  9, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  pleadings  (original 
and  10  copies]  referring  to  Ex  Parte  No. 
MC-37  (Sub-No.  41]  to:  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Case  Control  Branch, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Richard  B.  Felder,  or  Jane  Udovic,  (202] 
927-5610,  (202]  927-5323.  (TDD  for 
hearing  impaired:  (202]  927-5721.] 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Additional  information  is  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  decision.  To  obtain  a 
copy  of  the  full  decision,  write  to,  call, 
or  pick  up  in  person  from:  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  room  2215,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20423.  Telephone:  (202]  927-7428. 
(Assistance  for  the  hearing  impaired  is 
available  through  TDD  service  (202] 
927-5721.] 

Environmental  and  Energy 
Considerations 

The  proposed  action  will  not  affect 
significantly  either  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  or  the  conservation 
of  energy  resources. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

The  Commission  certifies  that  this 
proposal  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  The  primarj 
purpose  for  establishing  this  three- 
county  commercial  zone  is  to  maintain 
the  status  quo  insofar  as  the  local  cross- 
border  property  operations  by  Mexican 
motor  carriers  are  concerned.  These 
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carriers  will  have  the  authority  to 
operate  under  certificates  of  registration 
to  areas  that  encompass  the  businesses 
that  they  had  been  serving  as  exempt 
carriers  prior  to  the  time  when  49  U.S.C. 
10530  took  effect  on  May  1, 1985,  and  as 
amended,  on  January  1. 1990. 

List  of  Subjects  in  49  CFR  Part  1048 
Motor  carriers.  Commercial  zones. 
Decided:  February  12, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Philbin,  Vice 
Chairmen  McDonald,  Commissioners 
Simmons,  Phillips,  and  Emmett. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr,, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6520  Filed  3-9-02;  8:45  am} 
BILUNQ  COOC  7036-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[CN-92-003] 

National  Advisory  Committee  on 
Cotton  Marketing  Meeting 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  National  Advisory 
Committee  on  Cotton  Marketing  will 
meet  on  Tuesday,  March  31, 1992, 
beginning  at  8  a.m.  at  the  Dallas/ Fort 
Worth  Airport.  Hyatt  Regency  Hotel 
(west  building). 

The  primary  purpose  of  the  meeting  is 
to  review  progress  in  implementing 
previous  committee  recommendations 
and  to  consider  additional  steps  that 
may  be  needed  to  improve  the  efficiency 
of  the  U.S.  cotton  marketing  system. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public,  and 
written  conunents  may  be  submitted  in 
advance  or  following  the  meeting  to 
Jesse  F.  Moore,  Director,  Cotton 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jesse  F.  Moore,  Director.  Cotton 
Division,  AMS,  USDA,  P.O.  Box  96456, 
Washington.  DC  20090-6456;  (202)  720- 
3193. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Advisory  Committee  on  Cotton 
Marketing  was  initially  established  in 
1988  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
review  the  cotton  marketing  system  and 
to  recommend  ways  of  improving  its 
efficiency.  Notice  of  this  meeting  is 
provided  in  accordance  with  section 
10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  No.  92-463). 

Dated:  March  5, 1992. 

Kenneth  C.  Clayton, 

Deputy  Administrator.  Marketing  Programs. 
[FR  Doc.  92-5526  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
WLLMG  CODE 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  inspection 
Service 

[Docket  92-0321 

Public  Meeting;  Veterinary  Biologies 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Advance  notice  of  public 
meeting  and  request  for  topics. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  to  notify  producers  of 
veterinary  biological  products  and  other 
interested  persons  that  we  are  holding  a 
fourth  annual  public  meeting  to  discuss 
regulatory  and  policy  issues  related  to 
the  manufacture,  distribution,  and  use  of 
veterinary  biological  products.  The 
agenda  for  this  year’s  meeting  is  being 
finalized  and  suggestions  for  topics  of 
general  interest  to  producers  and  other 
interested  persons  are  requested. 

PLACE,  DATES  AND  TIMES  OF  MEETING: 

The  fourth  armual  public  meeting  will  be 
held  in  the  Scheman  Building  at  the 
Iowa  State  Center,  Ames,  Iowa,  on 
August  18-20, 1992.  The  meeting  is 
schedule  for  8  a.m.  to  approximately  5 
p.m.  on  Tuesday  and  Wednesday, 

August  18  and  19, 1992,  and  8  a.m.  to  12 
noon  on  Thursday,  August  20, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Frank  Y.  Tang,  Biotechnology 
Coordination  and  Technical  Assistance 
Staff,  Biotechnology,  Biologies,  and 
Environmental  Protection,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  room  852, 
6505  Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD 
20782,  Telephone  (301)  436-4833,  FAX 
(301)  438-8669. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  (APHIS)  holds  an  annual  public 
meeting  on  veterinary  biologies  in  Ames, 
Iowa. 

The  meeting  provides  an  opportunity 
for  the  exchange  of  information  between 
APHIS  representatives,  producers  of 
veterinary  biological  products,  and 
interested  persons  on  issues  of  common 
concern.  APHIS  is  in  the  process  of 
planning  the  agenda  for  a  fourth  annual 
public  meeting  on  veterinary  biological 
products  to  be  held  in  Ames,  Iowa,  on 
August  16-20, 1992. 

As  yet,  the  agenda  for  the  fourth 
annual  meeting  is  not  complete.  APHIS 
is  seeking  suggestions  for  meeting  topics 
from  producers  and  the  interested  public 
before  finalizing  the  agenda.  Topics  and 
formats  which  have  been  suggested 


include:  (1)  program  updates;  (2) 
consumer  views  on  veterinary  biologies; 

(3)  breakout  sessions  for  individual 
discussion  topics  (to  be  suggested);  and 

(4)  meetings  with  individual  APHIS 
reviewers.  Please  submit  addtional 
suggested  meeting  topics  (for  both  break 
out  and  general  sessions]  to  the  person 
listed  under  “FOR  FURTHER  information 
CONTACT”  on  or  before  April  10, 1992. 

After  the  agenda  is  finalized,  APHIS 
will  announce  the  schedule  and 
registration  information  for  the  fourth 
annual  public  meeting  on  veterinary 
biologies  in  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register 

Done  in  Washington,  DC,  this  4th  day  of 
March  1992. 

Lonnie  J.  King, 

Acting  Administrator,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5525  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  3410-34-111 

Forest  Service 

Bohemia  Mountain  Timber  Sale,  Stikine 
Area,  Tongass  National  Forest, 
Petersburg,  AK;  Withdrawal  of  the 
Record  of  Decision  Signed  September 
30, 1991 

This  is  notice  that  I  am  withdrawing 
my  decision  to  implement  Alternative  5 
of  the  Bohemia  Mountain  Timber  Sale, 
as  reflected  in  the  Record  of  Decision 
(ROD)  I  signed  on  September  30, 1991. 

My  decision  to  implement  this 
alternative  was  appealed  by  the 
Narrows  Conservation  Coalition,  City  of 
Kupreanof,  and  Kake  Area  Conservation 
Council  (jointly)  and  by  American 
Rivers,  Inc.  Our  attempts  to  negotiate  a 
settlement  that  would  permit  the  sale  to 
proceed  without  further  analysis  were 
unsuccessful.  Therefore,  we  will  revisit 
the  points  raised  in  the  appeals  to 
determine  if  a  supplemental 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  will  be 
prepared. 

Laura  L.  Nelson,  Acting  Forest 
Supervisor,  Stikine  Area,  Tongass 
National  Forest,  is  the  responsible 
official  for  this  withdrawal  decision. 

For  additional  information  concerning 
the  withdrawal  of  this  decision,  contact 
Tammy  Malone,  Interdisciplinary  Team 
Leader,  Supervisor's  Office,  Stikine 
Area,  Tongass  National  Forest,  P.O.  Box 
309,  Petersburg,  Alaska,  99833,  or  call 
(907)  772-3841. 
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Dated:  December  20, 1991. 

Laura  L.  Nelson, 

Acting  Forest  Supervisor. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5449  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  3410-11-M 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

Big  Limestone  Creek  Watershed, 
Tennessee 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service. 
action:  Notice  of  a  Hnding  of  no 
signiHcant  impact. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C] 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969;  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (40 
CFR  part  1500);  and  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  Guidelines  (7  CFR 
part  650):  the  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  gives 
notice  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  being  prepared  for  the 
Big  Limestone  Watershed,  Greene  and 
Washington  Counties,  Tennessee. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jerry  S.  Lee,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  675  U.S. 
Courthouse,  801  Broadway,  Nashville, 
Tennessee  37203,  telephone  No.  (615) 
73&-5471. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

environmental  assessment  of  this 
federally  assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  will  not  cause  significant 
local,  regional,  or  national  impacts  on 
the  environment.  As  a  result  of  these 
findings,  Jerry  S.  Lee,  State 
Conservationist,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

Big  Limestone  Creek  Watershed, 
Tennessee  Notice  of  a  Finding  of  No 
SigniHcant  Impact 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for 
watershed  protection  and  water  quality 
improvement.  The  planned  works  of 
improvement  include  animal  waste 
systems,  critical  area  treatment,  and 
exclusion  of  cattle  from  streams.  Federal 
financial  assistance  will  be  provided  to 
accelerate  Tinancial  and  technical 
assistance  for  water  quality 
improvement. 

The  Notice  of  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact  (FONSI)  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  to  various 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies  and 
interested  parties.  A  limited  number  of 
copies  of  the  FONSI  are  available  at  the 
above  address  to  All  single  copy 
requests.  Basic  data  developed  during 
the  environmental  assessment  are  on 


file  and  may  be  reviewed  by  contacting 
Jerry  S.  Lee. 

No  administrative  action  on 
implementation  of  the  proposal  will  be 
taken  under  30  days  after  the  date  of 
this  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(This  activity  is  listed  in  the  catalog  of 
Federal  Domestic  Assistance  under  No. 
10.904 — Watershed  Protection  and  Flood 
Prevention — and  is  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  Executive  Order  12372,  which  requires 
intergovernmental  consultation  with  State 
and  local  officials) 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Jerry  S.  Lee, 

State  Conservationist. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5505  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BiLUNG  CODE  3410-16-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
international  Trade  Administration 
[A-588-0S6] 

Melamine  From  Japan;  Determination 
Not  To  Revoke  Antidumping  Duty 
Finding 

AGENCY:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  determination  not  to 
revoke  antidi  mping  duty  finding. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  i'l  notifying  the  public  of  its 
determination  not  to  revoke  the 
antidumping  duty  finding  on  melamine 
from  Japan. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  10, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jorge  A.  Arce  or  Robert  Marenick,  Office 
of  Antidumping  Compliance, 
International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC  20230;  telephone:  (202)  377-5255. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  may  revoke  an  antidumping 
duty  finding,  pursuant  to  section 
353.25(d)(4)  of  the  Department’s 
regulations,  if  no  interested  party  has 
requested  an  administrative  review  for 
four  consecutive  annual  armiversary 
months  and  no  interested  party  objects 
to  the  revocation  (19  CFR  353.25(d)(4)). 
We  had  not  received  a  request  to 
conduct  an  administrative  review  of  the 
antidumping  duty  finding  on  melamine 
from  Japan  (42  FR  6366,  February  2, 

1977)  for  the  last  four  consecutive 
annual  anniversary  months.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  Department's 
regulations,  on  January  31, 1992,  we 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  of  intent  to  revoke  the  finding  and 
served  written  notice  of  the  intent  to 


revoke  to  each  interested  party  on  the 
Department's  service  list. 

On  February  24, 1992,  Melamine 
Chemical,  Inc.,  a  petitioner,  objected  to 
our  intent  to  revoke  this  finding. 
Therefore,  because  an  interested  party 
objects  to  the  revocation,  we  no  longer 
intend  to  revoke  this  finding. 

Dated:  March  3. 1992. 

Roland  L.  MacDonald, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5577  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  3S10-OS-M 


[C-549-401] 

Noncontinuous  Noncellulosic  Yarn 
From  Thailand;  Final  Results  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Administrative 
Review 

agency:  international  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  final  results  of 
countervailing  duty  administrative 
review. 

SUMMARY:  On  December  3, 1991,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  published  a 
notice  of  preliminary  results  of  its 
administrative  review  of  the  agreement 
suspending  the  countervailing  duty 
investigation  on  noncontinuous 
noncellulosic  yam  from  Thailand 
covering  the  period  January  1, 1990 
through  December  31, 1990  and  six 
programs.  We  have  now  completed  that 
review  and  have  determined  that  the 
Government  of  Thailand  and  the 
exporters  of  noncontinuous 
noncellulosic  yams  have  complied  with 
the  terms  of  the  suspension  agreement 
during  the  review  period. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  10, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  Bolling  or  Wendy  Frankel,  Office 
of  Agreements  Compliance, 

International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC  20230:  telephone:  (202)  377-3793. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  December  3, 1991,  the  Department 
of  Commerce  (the  Department) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (56  FR 
61402)  a  notice  of  preliminary  results  of 
administrative  review  of  the  agreement 
suspending  the  countervailing  duty 
investigation  on  noncontinuous 
noncellulosic  yam  from  Thailand  (50  FR 
9832:  March  3, 1985).  We  have  now 
completed  this  review  in  accordance 
with  section  751  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended  (the  Tariff  Act). 
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Scope  of  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
shipments  of  noncontinuous 
noncelialosic  yam  hrom  Thailand. 

During  the  period  of  review,  such 
merchandise  was  dassifiable  under  item 
numbers  5509.21.0000,  5509.22.0010, 
5509.22.0090,  5509.32.0000,  5509.51.3000, 
5509.51.6000,  and  5509.69.4000  of  die 
Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule  (HTS).  The 
HTS  item  numbers  are  provided  for 
convenience  and  Customs  purposes.  The 
written  description  remains  dispositive. 

The  review  covers  the  period  January 
1, 1990  through  December  31, 1990  and 
six  programs:  (1]  Export  Packing  Credits; 
(2J  Rediscount  of  Industrial  Bill^  (3) 
Electricity  Discounts  for  Exporters;  (4) 
Tax  Certificates  for  Exports;  (5)  Foreign 
Marketing  Expenses;  and  (6)  Flat  Rate 
Tax  Rebates. 

Final  Results  of  the  Review 

We  gave  interested  parties  an 
opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
preliminary  results,  in  which  we  noted 
that  information  on  the  record  provided 
by  the  Government  of  'Diailand  and  the 
United  States  Customs  Service  indicates 
that  there  were  no  known  shipments  of 
the  subject  merchandise  to  the  United 
States  during  the  period  of  review.  We 
received  no  comments.  Therefore,  we 
determine  that  the  Government  of 
Thailand  and  exporters  of  the  subject 
merchandise  have  complied  with  the 
terms  of  the  suspension  agreement  for 
the  period  January  1, 1990  through 
December  31, 1990. 

This  administrative  review  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U5.C.  1675(a)(1)) 
and  19  CFR  355.22. 

Dated:  March  3, 1992. 

Marjorie  A.  Chorlins, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5578  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUMQ  CODE  3510-OS-H 


IC-549-401] 

Noncontinuous  Noncellulosic  Yam 
From  Thailand;  Preliminary  Results  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Administrative 
Review 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration. 
Department  of  Commerce. 
action:  Notice  of  preliminary  results  of 
countervailing  duty  administrative 
review. 

summary:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  is  conducting  an 
administrative  review  of  the  agreement 
suspending  the  countervailing  duty 


investigation  (m  noncontinuous 
noncellulosic  yam  bom  Thailand.  The 
review  covers  die  period  January  1, 1989 
through  December  31, 1969  and  nine 
programs.  We  preliminarily  determine 
that  the  Government  of  Thailand  and 
the  Thai  exporters  of  noncontinuous 
noncellulosic  yam  have  complied  with 
the  terms  of  the  suspension  agreement 
We  invite  interested  parties  to  comment 
on  these  results. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  10. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  Bolling  or  Wendy  Frankel,  Office 
of  Agreements  Compliance, 

International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC  20230;  telephone:  (202)  377-3793. 
SUFPtEMENTARV  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  February  26, 1990,  the  Department 
of  Commerce  (the  Department) 
published  in  the  Federal  Registger  (55 
FR  6669)  a  notice  stating  its  intent  to 
terminate  the  suspended  countervailing 
duty  investigation  on  certain  textile  mill 
products  from  Thailand  (50  FR  9862; 
March  12, 1985),  pursuant  to 
§  355.25(d)(4)  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations.  On  March  26, 1990,  the 
American  Yam  Spinners  Association 
(AYSA),  a  trade  association,  objected  to 
the  Deparment's  intent  to  terminate  the 
suspended  investigation  and  requested 
an  administrative  review  for  calendar 
year  1989.  On  January  17, 1991,  the 
Department  initiated  an  administrative 
review  covering  yam  products  imported 
during  calendar  year  1989  (56  FR  1800). 
Subsequently,  as  a  result  of  litigation, 
the  Department  terminated  the 
suspended  investigation  with  respect  to 
all  products  but  noncontinuous 
noncellulosic  yam  (56  FR  54838;  October 
23, 1991).  The  Depeirtment  is  now 
conducting  the  review  on  noncontinuous 
noncellulosic  yam  in  accordance  with 
section  751  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (the  Tariff  Act). 

Scope  of  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
shipments  of  noncontinuous 
noncellulosic  yam  from  Thailand. 

During  the  period  of  review,  such 
merchandise  was  classifiable  under  item 
numbers  5509.21.0000,  509.22.0010, 
5509.22.0090,  5509.32.0000,  5509.51.3000, 
5509.51.6000,  and  5509.69.4000  of  the 
Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule  (HTS).  The 
HTS  item  numbers  are  provided  for 
convenience  and  Customs  purposes.  The 
written  description  remains  dispositive. 

Dming  the  review  period,  three 
producers/exporters  exported  the 
subject  merchandise  to  the  United 
States:  Saha  Union  Corporation  (Saha 


Union),  Thai  American  Textile  Company 
(Thai  American),  and  Thai  Melon 
Textile  Company  (Thai  Melon).  The 
review  covers  the  period  January  1, 1969 
through  December  31, 1969  and  nine 
programs:  (1)  Export  Padting  Oedits:  (2) 
Rediscount  of  Industrial  Bills;  (3) 
Electricity  Discounts  for  Exporters;  (4) 
Tax  Certificates  for  Exports:  (5)  Foreign 
Marketing  Expenses;  (6)  Flat  Rate  Tax 
Rebates;  (7)  Investment  Promotion  Act; 

(8)  International  Trade  Promotion  Act; 
and  (9)  Export  Processing  21ones. 

Analysis  of  Programs 
(1)  Export  Packing  Credit 

Under  the  terms  of  the  suspension 
agreement,  the  producers  and  exporters 
are  not  to  apply  for,  or  receive.  Export 
Packing  Credits  (ETCs)  from  the  Bank  of 
Thailand  that  permit  the  rediscounting 
of  promissory  notes  for  exports  of  the 
subject  merchandise  to  the  United 
States. 

EPCs  are  pre-  or  post-shipment  short¬ 
term  loans  available  to  exporters  for  a 
maximum  of  180  days  from  the  date  of 
issuance.  Under  the  EPC  program, 
commercial  banks  are  allowed  to  lend 
up  to  100  percent  of  the  value  of  a 
shipment  to  the  exporter,  and  then  may 
rediscount  up  to  50  percent  of  the  loan 
amount  with  the  Bank  of  Thailand 
(BOT). 

The  BOT  grants  EPCs  on  a  shipment- 
by-shipment  basis.  To  be  eligible  for 
EPCs  on  pre-shipment  loans,  an  exporter 
must  submit  one  of  the  following;  An 
irrevocable  letter  of  credit  from  a  foreign 
customer,  a  sales  contract,  a  purchase 
order,  or  a  warehouse  receipt.  To  be 
eligible  for  EPCs  on  post-shipment 
loans,  an  exporter  must  submit  a  bill  of 
exchange. 

The  exporter  applies  for  EPCs  through 
its  commercial  bank  by  providing  a 
promissory  note  to  the  bank  at  an 
interest  rate  slightly  below  the  prime 
interest  rate.  The  commercial  bank  then 
sells  a  note  at  a  lower  interest  rate  to 
the  BOT  for  up  to  one  half  the  amount  of 
the  loan  it  issued  to  the  exporter. 

At  verification,  we  examined  the 
accounting  records  at  the  BOT  and 
found  that  this  program  was  not  used  by 
Saha  Union,  Thai  American  or  Thai 
Melon  for  exports  of  noncontinous 
noncellulosic  yam  to  the  United  States 
during  the  review  period.  In  addition,  we 
examined  the  three  companies' 
accounting  records  and  found  no 
indication  of  the  program  being  used 
during  the  review  period. 

(2)  Tax  Certificates  for  Export 

The  RTG  issues  tax  certificates  to 
exporters  to  rebate  indirect  taxes  and 
import  duties  on  raw  materials  that  are 
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manufactured  into  exported  products. 

The  rebate  is  provided  for  in  the  “Tax 
and  Duty  Compensation  of  Exported 
Goods  Produced  in  the  Kingdom  Act" 
(Tax  and  Duty  Act).  The  rebate  rates  are 
computed  on  the  basis  of  an  input/ 
output  (I/O)  study  initially  published  in 
1980  based  on  1975  data,  and  updated  in 
1985  using  1980  data. 

The  Thai  Ministry  of  Finance  (MOF) 
uses  the  I/O  study  to  compute  the  value 
of  all  inputs  (both  imports  and  local 
purchases)  to  calculate  two  distinct 
rebate  rates  ("A"  and  "B”)  on  a  sectoral 
basis  at  ex-factory  prices.  The  “A”  rate 
rebates  both  import  duties  and  indirect 
domestic  taxes.  Exporters  that  received 
duty  drawback,  or  import  duty 
exemptions  on  raw  materials,  are 
eligible  only  for  the  “B”  rate.  The  "A”  or 
"B"  rate  is  then  applied  to  the  total  f.o.b. 
value  of  the  export  to  determine  the 
amount  of  the  rebate.  The  rebates  are 
granted  in  the  form  of  tax  certificates 
which  may  be  used  for  payment  of  any 
future  tax  liabilities,  transferred,  or  sold 
to  other  companies. 

In  the  Final  Affirmative 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination  and 
Countervailing  Duty  Order;  Certain 
Apparel  from  Thailand  (50  FR  9818: 
March  12, 1985),  we  examined 
Thailand's  tax  certificate  rebate  system 
under  the  Tax  and  Duty  Act.  We  found 
that,  as  noted  above,  the  program  was 
intended  to  rebate  indirect  taxes  and 
import  duties  and  that  the  rebate  rates 
had  been  reasonably  calculated. 

In  subsequent  investigations  involving 
products  from  Thailand,  most  recently  in 
the  Final  Affirmative  Countervailing 
Duty  Determination  and  Countervailing 
Duty  Order:  Steel  Wire  Rope  from 
Thailand  (56  FR  46299;  September  11, 
1991),  we  reaffirmed  this  determination. 
Because  this  program  is  available  only 
to  exporters,  it  is  countervailable  to  the 
extent  that  it  confers  a  rebate  in  excess 
of  the  Department’s  calculated 
allowable  rebate  of  import  duties  and 
indirect  taxes  on  physically 
incorporated  inputs. 

In  the  original  investigation  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Department  calculated 
allowable  “A”  and  "B”  tax  rates  for  the 
spinning  sector  (I/O  67)  and  weaving 
sector  (I/O  68),  and  then  calculated  a 
weighted-average  of  those  rates, 
because  the  products  in  the  scope  of  the 
original  investigation  included  products 
other  than  noncontinuous  noncellulosic 
yam  (/.e..,  included  products  from  both 
of  those  sectors).  These  rates  (“A”  rate. 
5.06  percent  and  “B”  rate,  0.56  percent) 
were  applied  by  the  Department  at  the 
time  the  suspension  agreement  was 
signed,  and  subsequently  were  the  rates 
at  which  the  RTG  offered  rebates. 


Under  the  terms  of  the  suspension 
agreement,  the  RTG  will  not  provide  any 
tax  certificates  or  other  rebates, 
remissions  or  exemptions  under  the  Tax 
and  Duty  Act  on  the  subject 
merchandise  exported  to  the  United 
States  in  excess  of  the  import  duties  and 
indirect  taxes  on  items  that  are 
physically  incorporated  into  the 
exported  products.  At  verification  in  this 
review,  we  reviewed  the  original 
investigation  methodology  used  to 
calculate  the  “A”  and  "B"  rates.  We 
conflrmed  that  during  the  period  of 
review  the  RTG  only  rebated  indirect 
taxes  for  the  subject  merchandise  at  the 
“A"  and  “B”  rates  that  were  established 
in  the  original  investigation.  Because 
Saha  Union,  Thai  American  and  Thai 
Melon  received  rebates  at  the  rates 
established  in  the  original  investigation, 
we  preliminarily  determine  that  no 
overrebate  of  indirect  taxes  occurred 
and  that  this  program  did  not  provide 
any  countervailable  benefit  to  the 
noncontinuous  noncellulosic  yam 
exporters  during  the  review  period. 

In  the  Final  Affirmative 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination  and 
Countervailing  Duty  Order;  Butt-Weld 
Pipe  Fittings  from  Thailand  (55  FR  1695, 
January  18, 1990)  (Butt-Weld  Pipe 
Fittings),  the  Department  revised  its 
methodology  for  calculating  the  “A”  and 
“B”  rates.  In  the  RTG’s  questionnaire 
and  supplemental  responses  in  this 
review,  in  addition  to  using  the  original 
calculation  methodology  used  by  the 
Department  in  the  investigation,  the 
RTG  submitted  calculations  based  upon 
this  new  methodology.  The  RTG 
submitted  this  revised  methodology 
because  the  instant  period  of  review 
post-dated  the  period  of  investigation  in 
the  Butt-Weld  ^pe  Fittings  case. 

Further,  since  the  revised  scope  of  the 
suspension  agreement  only  covers 
noncontinuous  noncellulosic  yarn 
(merchandise  under  the  spinning  sector), 
in  this  review  the  RTG  employed  the 
new  methodology  properly  using  only 
those  physically-incorporated  inputs 
applicable  to  the  spinning  sector, 
including  some  inputs  that  were  not 
included  in  the  orginal  investigation 
methodology. 

We  verified  the  revised  calculations 
that  were  submitted  prior  to  verification 
and  which  were  based  on  the  Butt-Weld 
Pipe  Fittings  methodology  and  found  no 
discrepancies.  However,  at  verification 
the  RTG  submitted  additional 
calculations  that  embodied  additional 
physically-incorporated  inputs  which 
were  not  included  in  their  questionnaire 
calculations:  Printing  and  publishing, 
basic  industrial  chemicals,  and  plastic 
ware.  Because  this  recalculation 


constituted  new  information  under 
section  353.31(a)(ii)  of  the  Department's 
regulations  (19  CFR  353.31(a)(ii)(1991)), 
the  Department  has  not  considered  this 
information  for  this  preliminary 
determination. 

Because  a  new  methodology  for 
calculating  tax  rebates  has  been 
employed  since  the  original 
investigation,  the  Department  has 
determined  to  set  new  allowable  tax 
rebate  rates  based  upon  the 
methodology  derived  in  the  Butt-Weld 
Pipe  Fittings  investigation  and  the  RTG’s 
information  submitted  for  this  review. 
The  new  rates  are  as  follows:  "A”  rate, 
5.31  percent;  and  the  "B”  rate,  0.60 
percent.  These  new  rates  will  be 
applicable  h-om  the  date  of  publication 
of  the  notice  of  Bnal  results  of  the 
administrative  review. 

(3)  Electricity  Discounts  for  Exporters 

Under  the  terms  of  the  suspension 
agreement,  the  producers  and  exporters 
are  not  to  apply  for,  or  receive,  any 
discount  on  electricity  rates  provided  by 
the  electricity  authorities  in  Thailand 
(the  Electricity  Generating  Authority  of 
Thailand  (EGAT),  Metropolitan 
Electricity  Authority  (M^)  or  the 
Provincial  Electricity  Authority  (PEA)) 
for  exports  of  the  subject  merchandise. 

The  EGAT,  the  MEA  and  the  PEA  are 
responsible  for  administering  the 
electricity  discounts  for  exporters 
program.  To  calculate  the  discount 
EGAT  calculates  the  amount  of 
electricity  consumed  (in  kilowatt  hours) 
per  unit  of  output  and  the  electricity  cost 
in  baht  per  kilowatt  hour  charged  to  the 
producer.  Separate  rates  are  calculated 
for  each  producer.  Actual  discounts  are 
applied  on  a  shipment-by-shipment 
basis. 

During  verification,  we  examined 
accounting  records  of  Saha  Union,  Thai 
American  and  Thai  Melon  and  found 
that  the  EGAT,  MEA,  and  PEA  did  not 
provide,  and  the  three  exporters  did  not 
receive,  electricity  discounts  for  exports 
on  noncontinuous  noncellulosic  yam  to 
the  United  States  during  the  review 
period. 

(4)  Rediscount  of  Industrial  Bills 

Under  the  terms  of  the  suspension 
agreement,  the  producers  and  exporters 
are  not  to  apply  for,  or  receive,  any 
promissory  notes  from  the  Bank  of 
Thailand  for  exports  of  the  subject 
merchandise  to  the  United  States. 

The  Bank  of  Thailand’s  “Regulations 
Governing  the  Rediscount  of  Promissory 
Notes  Arising  from  Industrial 
Undertakings"  permit  commercial  banks 
to  rediscount  short-term  promissory 
notes  for  industrial  purchases.  These 
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industrial  promissory  notes  are  also 
called  industrial  bills.  The  BOT 
determines  the  maximum  rediscount 
amount  each  year  for  each  eligible 
company  as  a  percentage  of  that 
company's  annual  production  costs.  This 
program  is  aimed  at  financing  particular 
industries  based  on  types  of  input 
products,  a  company's  contribution  to 
urban  develc^iment.  etc. 

During  verification,  we  examined 
BOTs  accounting  records  and  found  no 
listing  of  Saha  Union,  Thai  American 
and  *niai  Melon  having  applied  for,  or 
received,  industrial  bills  for  exports  of 
noncontinuous  noncellulosic  yam  to  the 
United  States  during  the  review  period. 

In  addition,  we  examined  the  three 
compaines’  accounting  records  and 
found  no  indication  of  the  program 
having  been  applied  for,  or  benefits 
received,  during  the  review  period. 

(5)  Double  Deduction  for  Foreign 
Marketing  Expenses 

Under  the  terms  of  the  suspension 
agreement,  the  producers  and  exporters 
are  not  to  apply  for,  or  receive,  double 
deductions  of  foreign  mariceting 
expenses  for  income  tax  purposes  or 
concessionary  financing  from  the  BOT 
for  exports  of  the  subject  merchandise. 

Under  this  program,  an  international 
trading  enterprise  may  reduce  income 
tax  payments  by  doubling  its  foreign 
maketLig  expenses  and  including  Ais 
amount  in  its  operating  expense 
deductions  from  income  on  its  income 
tax  return.  This  program  was  only 
available  to  companies  holding  a  valid 
Board  of  Investment  (BOI)  license  which 
met  qualifications  outlined  in  the 
Investment  Promotion  Act  (see  Below). 
As  of  March  2, 1961,  international 
trading  companies  were  no  longer 
eligible  to  be  promoted  under  the  IPA. 

Ehiring  verification,  we  examined  tax 
returns  at  the  Ministry  of  Finance  which 
all  three  compcuiies  bled  for  1989.  We 
verified  diat  Saha  Union,  Thai  American 
and  Thai  Melon  did  not  claim  a  double 
deduction  for  foreign  marketing 
expenses  on  their  tax  returns. 

(6)  Flat  Rate  Tax  Rebates 

During  verification,  government 
officials  stated  that  the  flat  tax  rebate 
program  was  terminated  on  March  31, 
1985.  We  reviewed  documentation  that 
stated  that  diis  program  had  indeed 
been  terminated  on  that  date. 

Other  Programs 

Although  not  listed  specifically  in  the 
suspension  agreement,  under  section 
11(g)  of  the  suspension  agreement,  we 
examined  the  following  programs 
detailed  in  the  questionnaire  responses: 


(1)  Investment  Promotion  Act,  Section 
28:  Tax  and  Duty  Exemptions 

The  Investment  Promotion  Act  of  1977 
(IPA)  is  a  general  act,  administered  by 
the  BOI,  that  allows  for  the  promotion  of 
different  industries  selected  for 
development  assistance  by  the  BOL 
Section  28  of  the  IPA  provides  an 
exemption  from  payments  of  import 
duties  and  business  taxes  on  imported 
machinery. 

Only  Thai  Melon  Received  tax  and 
duty  exemptions  under  Section  28  during 
the  review  period.  Thai  Melon  claimed 
that  the  exemptions  it  received  under 
section  28  during  the  review  period  were 
granted  on  machinery  used  to  produce 
merchandise  outside  the  scope  of  the 
agreement  During  verification,  we 
examined  Thai  Melon's  accounting 
records  and  found  that  the  company 
paid  taxes  on  all  imported  machinery 
used  in  the  production  of  the  subject 
merchandise  and  that  tax  exemptions 
were  earned  exclusively  for  machinery 
used  for  the  production  of  non-subject 
merchandise. 

(2)  International  Trade  Promotion  Act 

During  verification,  we  reviewed 
documentation  that  stated  that 
exporters  did  not  use  this  program 
during  the  period  of  review. 

(3)  Export  Processing  Zones 

During  verification,  we  reviewed 
documentation  that  stated  that 
exporters  did  not  use  this  program 
during  the  period  of  review. 

Preliminary  Results  of  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  review,  we 
preliminarily  determine  that  the  RTG 
and  Saha  Union,  Thai  American  and 
Thai  Melon,  the  Thai  exporters  of 
noncontinuous  noncellulosic  yam  to  the 
United  States  during  the  period  January 
1, 1969  through  December  31, 1989, 
complied  with  the  terms  of  the 
suspension  ageement. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  on  these  preliminary  results 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice  and  may  request 
disclosure  and/or  a  hearing  within  10 
days  of  the  date  of  publication.  Any 
hearing,  if  requested,  will  be  held  44 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  or  the 
first  woiicday  thereafter.  Rebuttal  briefs 
and  rebuttals  to  written  comments, 
limited  to  issues  raised  in  diose 
comments,  must  be  filed  not  later  than 
37  days  after  the  date  of  publication. 
The  Department  wiH  publish  die  final 
results  of  its  analysis  of  issues  raised  in 
any  such  written  comments  or  at  a 
hearing. 


This  administrative  review  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675(a)(1) 
and  19  CFR  355.22. 

Dated:  March  9, 1992. 

Marjorie  A.  Chorlins, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc  92-5579  Filed  3-9-02;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  COOC  Mie-OS-M 


IC-507-S011 

In-Shell  Pistachios  From  Iran;  Intent  To 
Revoke  Countervailing  Duty  Order 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  revoke 
countervailing  duty  order. 

summary:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  is  notil^ng  the  public  of  its 
intent  to  revoke  the  countervailing  duty 
order  on  in-shell  pistachios  from  Iran. 
Interested  parties  who  object  to  this 
revocation  must  submit  their  comments 
in  writing  not  later  than  March  31, 1992. 
EFFEcnvE  date:  March  10, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Christoidier  Beach  or  Maria  MacKay, 
Office  of  Countervailing  Compliance, 
International  Trade  Adiministration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington. 
DC  20230;  telephone:  (202)  377-2786. 
SUFPLEMaiTARV  INFORMATION: 

Badcground 

On  March  11, 1966,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (the  Department)  published  a 
countervailing  duty  order  on  in-shell 
pistachios  from  Iran  (51  PR  8344).  The 
Department  has  not  received  a  request 
to  conduct  an  administrative  review  of 
the  countervailing  duty  order  on  in-shell 
pistachios  from  Iran  for  at  least  four 
consecutive  annual  anniversary  months. 

In  accordance  with  19  CFR 
355.25(d)(4)(iii),  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  will  conclude  that  an  order  is 
no  longer  of  interest  to  interested  parties 
and  will  revoke  the  order  if  no 
interested  party  objects  to  revocation  or 
requests  an  administrative  review  by 
the  last  day  of  the  fifth  anniversary 
month.  Accordingly,  as  required  by 
§  355.25(d)(4)(i)  of  t^  Department’s 
regulations,  we  are  noticing  the  public 
of  our  intent  to  revoke  diis  order. 

Opportunity  to  Object 

Not  later  than  March  31, 1992, 
interested  parties,  as  defined  in 
§  355.2(i)  of  the  Department's 
regulations,  may  object  to  the 
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Department's  intent  to  revoke  this 
countervailing  duty  order. 

Seven  copies  of  any  such  objections 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
room  B-099,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washin^on,  DC  20230. 

If  interested  parties  do  not  request  an 
administrative  review  or  object  to  the 
Department’s  intent  to  revoke  by  March 
31. 1992,  we  shall  conclude  that  the 
order  is  no  longer  of  interest  to 
interested  parties  and  shall  proceed 
with  the  revocation. 

This  notice  is  in  accordance  with  19 
CFR  355.25(d). 

Dated:  March  3. 1992. 

Roland  L.  MacDonald, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Compliance, 

[FR  Doc.  92-5580  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BHJJNQ  COOC  9S10-DS-M 


[C-549-5031 

Rice  From  Thailand;  Preliminary 
Results  of  Countervailing  Duty 
Administrative  Review 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 
action:  Notice  of  preliminary  results  of 
coimtervailing  duty  administrative 
review, 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the 
countervailing  duty  order  on  rice  from 
Thailand.  We  preliminarily  determine 
the  total  bounty  or  grant  during  the 
period  January  1, 1990  through 
December  31, 1990  to  be  0.69  percent  ad 
valorem.  We  invite  interested  parties  to 
comment  on  these  preliminary  results. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  10. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sylvia  Chadwick,  Dana  Mermelstein  or 
Maria  MacKay,  Office  of  Countervailing 
Compliance,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington.  DC  20230; 
telephone:  (202)  377-2786. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  April  12. 1991,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (the  Department)  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  a  notice  of 
“Opportunity  to  Request  an 
Administrative  Review"  (58  FR  14927)  of 
the  countervailing  duty  order  on  rice. 
from  Thailand  (51  FR  12356;  April  10,  - 
-  1986).  On  April  29, 1991,  the  original 
petitioner,  the  Rice  Millers  Association, 
together  with  the  USA  Rice  Council, 


requested  an  administrative  review  of 
the  order.  We  initiated  the  review 
covering  the  period  from  January  1, 1990 
through  December  31, 19W.  on  May  21, 
1991  (56  FR  23271).  The  Department  has 
now  conducted  this  review  in 
accordance  with  section  751  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (the  Act).  The 
final  results  of  the  last  a^inistrative 
review  in  this  case  were  published  on 
January  2. 1991  (56  FR  68). 

Scope  of  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
shipments  of  Thai  rice  including  rice  in 
the  husk  (paddy  or  rough);  husked 
(brown)  rice  including  basmati  and 
other,  semi-milled  or  wholly-milled  rice, 
whether  or  not  polished  or  glazed, 
including  parboiled  and  other;  and 
broken  rice.  During  the  review  period, 
such  merchandise  was  classifiable 
under  item  numbers  1006.10.00, 
1006.20.20, 1006.20.4a  1006.30.10, 
1006.30.90  and  1006.40.00  of  the 
Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule  (HTS).  The 
HTS  item  numbers  are  provided  for 
convenience  and  Customs  purposes.  The 
written  description  remains  dispositive. 

The  review  covers  the  period  January 
1. 1990  through  December  31. 1990,  and 
twelve  programs. 

Analysb  of  Programs 

Export  Packing  Credits 

Export  packing  credits  (EPCs)  are 
short-term  loans  used  for  pre-shipment 
or  post-shipment  export  financing.  The 
Bank  of  Thailand  (BOT)  purchases 
promissory  notes  issued  to  commercial 
banks  by  reliable  exporters.  The  notes 
must  be  supported  by  an  irrevocable 
letter  of  credit  a  sales  agreement, 
purchase  order,  warehouse  receipt,  or 
usance  export  bill.  The  loans  are  issued 
in  baht  and  are  available  for  a 
maximum  of  180  days.  Interest  is  paid 
on  the  due  date  of  the  loan.  On  that 
date,  the  BOT  debits  the  commercial 
bank’s  account  with  the  principal 
amount  of  the  loan  and  the  interest  due. 
If  the  terms  of  the  loan  are  not  met,  the 
BOT  charges  the  commercial  bank  a 
penalty  retroactive  to  the  frrst  day  of  the 
loan. 

In  accordance  with  BOT  regulation 
1349/1988,  commercial  banks  may  lend 
up  to  100  percent  of  the  export  shipment 
value  but  the  BOT  will  rediscount  only  a 
maximum  of  50  percent  of  the 
promissory  note.  In  accordance  with 
BOT  regulation  1329/1968,  commercial 
banks  are  required  to  charge  no  more 
than  a  maximum  interest  rate  of  10 
percent  per  aimum  on  the  loan.  In  case 
of  non-performance  by  the  exporter  on 
the  due  date  of  the  loan,  the  exporter  is 
charged  a  penalty  interest  rate  on  the 


entire  loan.  'This  penalty  is  forgiven  and 
the  loan  receives  the  EPC  preferential 
rate  if  the  promissory  note  issuer 
exports  or  receives  payment  in  foreign 
currency  for  his  product  within  60  days 
after  the  due  date  of  the  promissory 
note.  We  preliminarily  determine  that 
because  the  EPC  program  is  limited  to 
exporters,  it  is  countervailable  to  the 
extent  that  the  loans  are  provided  at 
preferential  rates. 

As  the  benchmark  for  short-term 
financing,  we  ordinarily  use  the 
predominant  source  of  short-term 
frnancing  in  the  country  in  question. 
Where  there  is  no  single,  predominant 
source  of  short-term  frnancing,  we  may 
use  a  benchmark  composed  of  the 
interest  rates  for  two  or  more  sources  of 
short-term  frnancing  in  the  country  in 
question,  weighted,  wherever  possible, 
according  to  ffie  value  of  the  financing 
granted  by  each  source.  In  Final 
Affirmative  Countervailing  Duty 
Determination  and  Countervailing  Duty 
Order,  Steel  Wire  Rope  from  Thailand 
(56  FR  46299;  Sept.  11, 1991)  (Steel  Wire 
Rope),  the  Department  concluded  that 
the  minimum  loan  rate  (MLR)  and  the 
minimum  overdraft  rate  (MOR)  as 
reported  in  the  BOT  Quarterly  Bulletin 
are  more  representative  of  the  prevailing 
short-term  interest  rates  in  Thailand 
than  the  rates  used  in  previous  Thai 
cases.  Based  on  that  determination,  we 
are  using  the  average  of  the  1990  MCR 
and  MOR  rates,  as  reported  in  the  BOT 
Quarterly  Bulletin  for  1990,  as  the  most 
appropriate  benchmark  in  this  review. 
The  benchmark  interest  rate,  thus 
calculated,  is  14.60  percent. 

Of  the  40  companies  exporting  rice  to 
the  United  States  during  the  review 
period,  12  received  EPCs.  We  received 
specific  loan  information  from  eight  of 
the  12  companies.  We  did  not  receive 
any  loan  information  from  four  of  the  12 
companies,  as  requested  in  our  original 
questionnaire  and  in  our  supplemental 
questionnaire  of  December  3, 1991.  To 
calculate  the  eight  responding 
companies’  benefits  firom  the  EPCs 
during  the  review  period,  we  subtracted 
the  amount  of  interest  actually  paid  on 
the  loan  principal  from  the  amount  that 
would  have  been  paid  at  the  bendunark 
rate.  Because  the  total  interest  paid  for 
EPCs  exceeded  the  interest  due  at  the 
benchmark  rate  when  penalties  were 
assessed  and  not  refunded,  we  excluded 
from  our  calculations  all  loans  on  which 
penalties  were  charged  and  not 
refunded  during  the  review  period. 
However,  we  included  all  loans, 
including  loans  provided  prior  to  the 
review  period,  on  which  penalties  were 
refunded  during  the  review  period.  We 
then  used  the  highest  individual 
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company  benefit  rate,  as  best 
information  available,  for  the  four 
companies  which  did  not  submit  loan 
information.  We  weighted  the  resulting 
benefit  by  each  exporter’s  share  of  the 
value  of  total  country  exports  of  subject 
merchandise  to  the  United  States.  On 
this  basis,  we  preliminarily  determine 
the  benefit  from  this  program  to  be  0.362 
percent  ad  valorem  for  the  review 
period. 

Price  Support  and  Stabilization 
Programs 

The  price  support  and  stabilization 
programs  are  determined  each  year  by 
the  Rice  Policy  and  Measures 
Committee  (RPMC)  of  the  Royal  Thai 
Government  (RTG).  The  RPMC  is 
composed  of  representatives  of  the 
Office  of  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Defense 
Ministry,  the  Agriculture  and 
Cooperative  Ministry,  the  Commerce 
Ministry  and  the  Interior  Ministry. 

During  the  review  period,  six  price 
stabilization  programs  provided  benefits 
to  producers  of  rice. 

In  accordance  with  Thai  law,  only 
milled  rice  is  exported  from  Thailand. 
Because  there  are  no  published  statistics 
on  the  total  sales  value  (both  domestic 
and  export  sales)  of  milled  rice  and 
because  we  are  examining  benefits  on 
an  agggregate  basis  and  not  on  a 
company-specific  basis,  it  was 
necessary  to  calculate  a  value  for  use  as 
a  domestic  subsidy  denominator  in 
determining  the  benefit  from  these 
programs.  To  calculate  this 
denominator,  we  first  estimated  the 
quantity  of  milled  rice  production  by 
multiplying  the  quantity  of  paddy  rice 
production  by  a  conversion  factor  of 
0.66.  In  our  previous  review  of  this 
order.  Rice  from  Thailand;  Final  Results 
of  Countervailing  Duty  Administrative 
Review  (56  FR  68:  Jan.  2, 1991),  we 
verified  that  the  average  yield  from  1,000 
kilograms  of  paddy  rice  is  660  kilograms 
of  milled  rice.  We  then  multiplied  the 
quantity  of  milled  rice  production  by  the 
yearly  average  domestic  price  of  milled 
rice,  to  calculate  a  total  value  of  milled 
rice  production.  Finally,  because  exports 
are  sold  at  prices  higher  than  the 
average  domestic  milled  price,  we  made 
an  adjustment  to  account  for  the  higher 
sales  value  derived  from  exports. 

A.  Marketing  Organization  for  Farmers 
(MOF) 

The  MOF  operates  under  the  Ministry 
of  Agriculture  and  Cooperatives  (MAC). 
During  the  review  period,  MOF 
administered  two  programs  designed  to 
assist  paddy  rice  farmers: 

1.  Payment-in-kind  Program  (PIK) — 
Under  this  program,  the  MOF  accepted 
paddy  rice  as  payment  for  farmers’  and 


agricultural  organizations’  fertilizer 
debt.  For  the  purposes  of  this 
transaction,  the  value  of  the  rice  per  ton 
was  not  more  than  10  percent  higher 
than  the  prevailing  local  price.  MOF 
then  generally  sold  the  paddy  rice  at  a 
profit  of  100  baht  per  ton  over  its 
purchase  price. 

2.  Paddy  Rice  Purchase  Program — 
Under  this  program,  the  MOF 
purchased,  on  the  same  terms  as  the  PIK 
program,  additional  paddy  rice  from 
farmers  and  agricultural  organizations 
who  settled  their  fertilizer  debts  under 
the  payment-in-kind  program. 

Because  the  RTG  appropriation  for 
these  programs  did  not  include  a  grant 
for  operating  expenses  as  did 
appropriations  for  other  government 
projects,  the  MOF  selling  price  for 
paddy  rice  to  rice  millers  was  higher 
than  the  market  price.  For  this  reason, 
few  rice  millers  agreed  to  buy  paddy 
rice  from  the  MOF  and  the  project  was 
discontinued  on  April  30, 1990. 

We  preliminarily  determine  that  these 
two  programs  are  countervailable 
because  they  are  limited  to  producers  of 
paddy  rice  and  because  a  price  premium 
was  paid  by  MOF  for  all  purchases  of 
paddy  rice. 

To  calculate  the  benefit  from  each  of 
these  programs,  we  subracted  the 
average  farm  gale  price  of  paddy  rice 
from  the  average  MOF  purchase  price 
and  multiplied  the  difference  by  the 
total  quantity  of  paddy  rice  purchased 
by  the  MOF  under  each  of  these  two 
programs.  Using  the  domestic  subsidy 
denominator  and  the  adjustment 
described  supra,  we  preliminarily 
determine  the  benefit  from  this  program 
to  be  0.0003  percent  ad  valorem  for  the 
PIK  program,  and  0.003  percent  ad 
valorem  for  the  Paddy  Rice  Purchase 
program. 

B.  Agricultural  Cooperative  Federation 
of  Thailand  (ACFT) 

ACFT  is  a  private  organization  that 
coordinates  the  activities  of  agricultural 
cooperatives  on  a  national  level.  During 
the  review  period,  ACFT  received  one- 
year,  interest-free  loans  from  the 
“linkage  project”  under  the  Cooperative 
Promotion  Department  (CPD)  of  the 
MAC.  The  “linkage  project”  linked 
credit  extension  by  the  CPD  to  the 
ACFT’s  rice  marketing  service. 

ACFT  used  the  government  loans  to 
buy  rice  from  member  producers  at  the 
local  market  price,  mill  the  rice  and  sell 
the  milled  rice  both  in  Thailand  and 
abroad.  Profits  from  the  ACFT’s  sales 
were  later  distributed  to  ACFT  member 
paddy  rice  producers,  thereby  giving 
them  a  higher  final  price  for  their 
product.  The  interest-free  loans  were 
repaid  to  CPD’s  circulatory  investment 


fund  to  be  used  again  for  the  next  year’s 
marketing  activities. 

Because  the  MAC  loans  were  used  by 
the  ACFT  for  its  rice  marketing  service, 
we  preliminarily  determine  that  this 
program  is  countervailable  because  it  is 
limited  to  a  specific  enterprise  or 
industry,  or  group  of  enterprises  or 
industries,  and  because  the  interest-free 
loans  are  inconsistent  with  commercial 
considerations. 

One-third  of  the  funds  for  these  loans 
was  provided  from  a  transnational 
source;  we  therefore  calculated  the 
benefit  on  only  two-thirds  of  the  total 
amount  provided.  See,  Countervailing 
Duties:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
and  Request  for  Public  Comments  (54  FR 
23366;  May  31. 1991),  Section 
355.44(o)(l).  To  calculate  the  benefit,  we 
multiplied  two-thirds  of  the  amount  of 
interest-free  loans  repaid  during  the 
review  period  by  the  1990  short-term 
benchmark  interest  rate  of  14.60  percent. 
Using  the  domestic  subsidy 
denonminator  and  the  adjustment 
described  supra,  we  preliminarily 
determine  that  the  benefit  from  this 
program  is  0.058  percent  ad  valorem. 

C.  Bank  of  Agriculture  and  Agricultural 
Cooperatives  (BAAC)  Paddy  Rice 
Mortgage  Program 

The  BAAC  is  a  state-owned  bank  that 
provided  low-interest  loans  to  qualifying 
farmers,  fanner  associations  and 
cooperatives.  Although  the  loans  are 
available  to  farmers  producing  several 
agricultural  products  including  rice, 
livestock  and  poultry,  tree  crops, 
cassava,  maize,  fisheries  and  others,  the 
BAAC  offers  “special”low-interest  loans 
under  this  program  to  rice  producers  in 
furtherance  of  the  RTG’s  policy  to 
support  and  stabilize  paddy  rice  prices. 
The  purpose  of  the  loans  is  to  allow 
farmers  to  hold  back  sales  of  paddy  rice 
at  the  beginning  of  the  harvest  season, 
when  market  prices  are  low,  and  to  sell 
it  later  in  the  season  when  prices  are 
more  favorable.  The  BAAC  loaned  up  to 
80  percent  of  the  value  of  the  paddy  rice 
pledged,  for  a  maximum  of  six  months, 
at  a  three  percent  interest  rate.  If  the 
loan  was  not  repaid  in  six  months,  the 
interest  rate  escalated  to  a  commercial 
overdraft  rate. 

We  preliminarily  determine  that  this 
program  is  countervailable  because  it  is 
limited  to  a  specific  enterprise  or 
industry,  or  group  of  enterprises  or 
industries,  and  because  the  three- 
percent  lending  rate  is  inconsistent  with 
commercial  considerations. 

Because  the  BAAC  made  loans  to  a 
large  number  of  farmers  under  this 
program,  we  used  aggregate  figures  from 
the  BAAC  to  calculate  the  benefit  from 
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these  loans.  We  multiplied  the  short¬ 
term  benchmark  interest  rate  of  14.60 
percent  by  the  total  amount  of  loans 
made  by  the  BAAC  during  the  review 
period,  from  which  we  then  subtracted 
the  total  actual  interest  paid  during  the 
review  period.  Using  the  domestic 
subsidy  denominator  and  the 
adjustment  described  supra,  we 
preliminarily  determine  the  benefit  from 
this  program  to  be  0.126  percent  ad 
valorem. 

D.  Bank  of  Agriculture  and  Agricultural 
Cooperatives  Second  Crop  Paddy  Rice 
Purchasing  Program 

To  supplement  the  price  stabilization 
effects  of  the  paddy  rice  mortgage 
program,  the  BAAC  implemented  a 
second-crop  paddy  rice  purchasing 
program.  The  purpose  of  this  program 
was  to  buy  second-crop  paddy  rice  from 
farmers  when  prices  were  low  (at 
harvest  time)  in  order  to  stabilize  prices 
over  the  course  of  the  year.  These 
purchases  were  made  at  premium 
prices,  established  at  the  provincial 
level  by  a  committee  designated  by  the 
Governor. 

We  preliminarily  determine  that  this 
program  is  countervailable  because  it  is 
limited  to  a  specific  enterprise  or 
industry,  or  group  of  enterprises  or 
industries,  and  because  a  price  premium 
was  paid  by  the  BAAC  on  its  purchases 
of  second-crop  paddy  rice. 

To  calculate  the  benefit  from  this 
program,  we  subtracted  the  average 
farm  gate  price  per  metric  ton  of  second- 
crop  paddy  rice  from  the  average  BAAC 
purchase  price  and  multiplied  the 
difference  by  the  quantity  of  paddy  rice 
purchased  by  the  BAAC.  Using  the 
domestic  subsidy  denominator  and  the 
adjustment  described  supra,  we 
preliminarily  determine  the  benefit  from 
this  program  to  be  0.008  percent  ad 
valorem. 

E.  Paddy  Price  Raising  Project  and 
Compensatory  Financing  I^ogram  for 
Millers 

During  the  review  period,  the  RPMC 
mandated  a  market  price  intervention 
program.  This  program,  implemented  by 
the  Ministry  of  Interior  (MOI),  required 
rice  millers  and  traders  to  purchase 
paddy  rice  from  small  and  poor  rice 
farmers  at  a  price  ten  percent  higher 
than  market  prices  during  peak 
harvesting  seasons.  The  MOI  allocated 
funds  to  the  provincial  governors  who 
provided  interest-free  loans  to  rice 
millers  and  rice  traders  participating  in 
the  program. 

We  preliminarily  determine  that  the 
government-mandated  price  premium  of 
ten  percent  provides  a  countervailable 
benefit  to  paddy  rice  producers.  Further, 


we  determine  that  the  interest-free  loans 
provided  by  the  government  to  the 
millers  and  traders  are  also 
countervailable  because  they  are  limited 
to  a  speciHc  group  of  enterprises  or 
industries  and  are  provided  on  terms 
inconsistent  with  commercial 
considerations. 

To  calculate  the  beneHt  from  the  price 
premium  received  by  the  paddy  rice 
producers  during  the  review  period,  we 
subtracted  the  average  farm  gate  price 
per  metric  ton  of  paddy  rice  from  the 
MOI  premium  purchase  price  and 
multiplied  the  difference  by  the  total 
volume  of  rice  purchased  by  millers  and 
traders  under  this  program.  Using  the 
domestic  subsidy  denominator  and  the 
adjustment  described  supra,  we 
preliminarily  determine  the  benefit  from 
the  MOI  price  premium  to  be  0.014 
percent  ad  valorem  for  the  review 
period. 

To  calculate  the  benefit  from  the 
interest-free  loans  provided  under  this 
program,  we  multiplied  the  total  amount 
of  loans  repaid  during  the  review  period 
by  the  short-term  benchmark  interest 
rate  of  14.60  percent.  We  then  multiplied 
this  amount  by  the  10-month  repayment 
period  for  all  loans,  in  accordance  with 
information  provided  in  the 
questionnaire  response.  Using  the 
domestic  subsidy  denominator  and  the 
adjustment  described  supra,  we 
preliminarily  determine  the  benefit  from 
these  loans  to  be  0.022  percent  ad 
valorem  for  the  review  period. 

F.  Bank  of  Thailand  Agricultural 
Purchase  Project 

According  to  BOT  regulations 
effective  November  11, 1988,  commercial 
banks  may  provide  short-term  loans  for 
up  to  100  percent  of  the  amount  of  a 
promissory  note  issued  by  rice  traders 
or  millers  against  the  value  of  their 
stocked  paddy  rice.  The  commercial 
bank  then  discounts  50  percent  of  the 
face  value  of  the  promissory  note  with 
the  BOT.  The  maximum  interest  charged 
by  the  commercial  bank  to  the  borrower 
is  10  percent:  the  principal  and  interest 
are  due  either  at  the  end  of  90  days  or 
up  to  three  days  after  the  paddy  is  sold, 
whichever  is  earlier.  If  repayment  of  the 
loan  is  not  made  when  due  or  if  other 
terms  of  the  loan  are  violated,  a  penalty 
interest  amount  is  imposed  by  the  BOT 
on  50  percent  of  the  face  value  of  the 
promissory  note  over  the  term  of  the 
loan.  This  penalty  is  then  passed  on  to 
the  borrower  by  the  commercial  bank. 
During  the  review  period,  this  penalty 
interest  rate  was  five  percent  through 
May  1990  and  6.5  percent  beginning  in 
June  1990.  There  is  no  penalty  refund. 

Because  only  rice  traders  and  millers 
are  eligible  for  these  loans,  we 


preliminarily  determine  that  this 
program  is  countervailable  because  it  is 
limited  to  a  specific  enterprise  or 
industry,  or  group  of  enterprises  or 
industries,  and  because  the  lending  rate 
is  inconsistent  with  commercial 
considerations. 

Because  commercial  banks  made  over 
a  thousand  loans  under  this  program,  we 
used  aggregate  figures  from  the  BOT  to 
calculate  the  benefit  from  these  loans. 
We  calculated  the  interest  due  on  the 
loans  at  the  preferential  rate  of  10 
percent:  we  then  adjusted  this  amount 
for  penalty  interest  which  was  paid  at 
an  annual  rate  of  either  2.5  or  3.25 
percent  over  the  total  amount  of  the 
loan.  We  then  subtracted  interest  and 
penalties  actually  paid  from  the  amount 
that  would  have  been  paid  at  the  short¬ 
term  benchmark  interest  rate  of  14.60 
percent.  Using  the  domestic  subsidy 
denominator  and  the  adjustment 
described  supra,  we  preliminarily 
determine  the  benefit  to  be  0.087  percent 
ad  valorem  for  the  review  period. 

G.  Department  of  Agricultural  Extension 
(DAE)  Loans  to  Fanner  Associations 

Although  the  DAE  provides  a  wide 
variety  of  extension  services  for  all  of 
the  Thai  agricultural  sectors,  during  the 
review  period  the  DAE  provided  a 
special  interest-free  short-term  loan 
program  to  farmer  associations  for  the 
purpose  of  buying  paddy  rice  at  harvest 
when  prices  are  low,  storing  it,  and 
sellin.g  it  when  prices  are  rising.  We 
preliminarily  determine  that  this  loan 
program  is  counter^'ailable  because  it  is 
limited  to  a  specific  enterprise  or 
industry,  or  group  of  enterprises  and 
industries,  and  because  the  interest-free 
loans  are  provided  on  terms  inconsi^ent 
with  commercial  considerations. 

To  calculate  the  benefit  from  this 
program,  we  calculated  the  difference 
between  the  interest  actually  paid  and 
the  interest  that  would  have  been  paid 
at  the  14.60  short-term  benchmark 
interest  rate.  Using  the  domestic  subsidy 
denominator  and  the  adjustment 
described  supra,  we  preliminarily 
determine  the  benefit  to  be  0.011  percent 
ad  valorem  for  the  review  period. 

H.  Programs  Preliminarily  Determined 
To  Be  Not  Used 

We  also  examined  the  following 
programs  and  preliminarily  determine 
that  producers  and  exporters  of  rice  did 
not  apply  for  or  receive  benefits  under 
these  programs  during  the  review 
period. 

1.  Public  Warehouse  Organization 
(PWO) 

2.  Department  of  Foreign  Trade  (DFT) 
Purchase  of  Milled  Rice 
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3.  Export  Processing  Zones 

4.  Incentives  for  International  Trading 
Firms 

5.  Export  Promotion  Fund 

6.  Tax  Certificates  for  Exports 

Preliminary  Results  of  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  review,  we 
preliminarily  determine  the  net  bounty 
or  grant  to  be  0.69  percent  ad  valorem 
during  the  period  January  1, 1990 
through  December  31. 1990. 

Therefore,  the  Department  intends  to 
instruct  the  Customs  Service  to  assess 
countervailing  duties  of  0.69  percent  of 
the  f.o.b.  invoice  price  on  all  shipments 
of  this  merchandise  exported  on  or  after 
January  1, 1990  and  on  or  before 
December  31, 1990. 

The  Department  also  intends  to 
instruct  the  Customs  Service  to  collect 
cash  deposits  of  estimated 
counterv  ailing  duties  on  shipments  of 
this  merchandise  entered,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  at  the  rate  of  0.69  percent  ad 
valorem. 

Parties  to  the  proceeding  may  request 
disclosure  of  the  calculations 
methodology  and  interested  parties  may 
request  a  hearing  not  later  than  10  days 
after  date  of  publication  of  this  notice. 
Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
arguments  in  case  briefs  on  these 
preliminary  results  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  publication.  Rebuttal  briefs, 
limited  to  arguments  raised  in  case 
briefs,  may  be  submitted  seven  days 
after  the  time  limit  for  filing  the  case 
brief.  Any  hearing,  if  requested,  will  be 
held  seven  days  after  the  scheduled  date 
for  submission  of  rebuttal  briefs.  Copies 
of  case  briefs  and  rebuttal  briefs  must 
be  served  on  interested  parties  in 
accordance  with  §  355.38(eJ  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations. 

Representatives  of  parties  to  the 
proceeding  may  request  disclosure  of 
proprietary  information  under 
administrative  protective  order  no  later 
than  10  days  after  the  representative's 
client  or  employer  becomes  a  party  to 
the  proceeding,  but  in  no  event  later 
than  the  date  the  case  briefs,  under 
§  355.38(c),  are  due. 

The  Department  will  publish  the  final 
results  of  this  administrative  review 
including  the  results  of  its  analysis  of 
issues  raised  in  any  case  or  rebuttal 
brief  or  at  a  hearing. 

This  Euministrative  review  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675(a)(1)) 
and  19  CFP  355.22. 


q— Stai*  III  Wh  I|  J 

Dated:  March  3, 1992. 

Marjorie  A.  Chorlins, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5581  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  3S10-08-M 


[C-122-6031 

Standard  Carnations  From  Canada; 
Intent  To  Revoke  Countervailing  Duty 
Order 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration  /  Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 
action:  Notice  of  intent  to  revoke 
countervailing  duty  order. 

summary:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  is  notifying  the  public  of  its 
intent  to  revoke  the  countervailing  duty 
order  on  standard  carnations  from 
Canada.  Interested  parties  who  object  to 
this  revocation  must  submit  their 
comments  in  writing  not  later  than 
March  31, 1992. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  10, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Christoper  Beach  or  Maria  MacKay, 
Office  of  Countervailing  Compliance, 
International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC  20230;  telephone:  (202)  377-2786. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  March  12, 1987,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (“the  Department”) 
published  a  countervailing  duty  order  on 
standard  carnations  from  Canada  (52  FR 
7645).  The  Department  has  not  received 
a  request  to  conduct  an  administrative 
review  of  the  countervailing  duty  order 
on  standard  carnations  from  Canada  for 
four  consecutive  annual  anniversary 
months.  This  is  the  fifth  anniversary. 

In  accordance  with  19  CFR 
355.25(d)(4)(iii),  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  will  conclude  that  an  order  is 
no  longer  of  interest  to  interested  parties 
and  will  revoke  the  order  if  no 
interested  party  objects  to  revocation  or 
requests  an  administrative  review  by 
the  last  day  of  the  fifth  anniversary 
month.  Accordingly,  as  required  by 
section  355.25(d)(4)  of  the  Department’s 
regulations,  we  are  notifying  the  public 
of  our  intent  to  revoke  this  order. 

Opportunity  to  Object 

Not  later  than  March  31, 1992, 
interested  parties,  as  defined  in  section 
355.2(i)  of  the  Department’s  regulations, 
may  object  to  the  Department’s  intent  to 
revoke  this  countervailing  duty  order. 

Seven  copies  of  any  such  objections 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Assistant 


Secretary  for  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
room  B-099,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  DC  20230. 

If  interested  parties  do  not  request  an 
administrative  review  or  object  to  the 
Department’s  intent  to  revoke  March  31, 
1992,  we  shall  conclude  that  the  order  is 
no  longer  of  interest  to  interested  parties 
and  shall  proceed  with  the  revocation. 

This  notice  is  in  accordance  with  19 
CFR  355.25(d). 

Dated:  March  3, 1992. 

Roland  L.  MacDonald, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5582  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3510-DS-M 


National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology 

[Docket  No.  910527-1289] 

R!N  0693-AA91 

Approval  of  Withdrawal  of  Twelve 
Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards 

agency:  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Technology  (NIST),  Commerce. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  announce  that  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  has  approved  the  withdrawal 
of  twelve  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standards  (FIPS). 

On  June  19, 1991,  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (56  FR 
28141)  proposing  withdrawal  of  twelve 
Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards  (FIPS),  because  the  technical 
specifications  that  they  adopt  are 
obsolete  and  are  no  longer  supported  by 
industry. 

The  written  comments  submitted  by 
interested  parties  and  other  material 
available  to  the  Department  relevant  to 
these  standards  were  reviewed  by  NIST. 
On  the  basis  of  this  review.  NIST 
recommended  that  the  Secretary 
approve  the  withdrawal  of  the  twelve 
FIPS,  and  prepared  a  detailed 
justification  dociunent  for  the 
Secretary’s  review  in  support  of  that 
recommendation. 

The  detailed  justification  document 
which  was  presented  to  the  Secretary  is 
part  of  the  public  record  and  is  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Department’s  Central  Reference  and 
Records  Inspection  Facility,  room  6020, 
Herbert  C.  Hoover  Building,  14th  Street 
between  Pennsylvania  and  Constitution 
Avenues  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20230. 
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This  notice  provides  only  the  FIPS 
publication  number,  title,  and  the 
technical  specifications  number  for  each 
of  the  twelve  standards  being 
withdrawn; 

— FIPS  3-1,  Recorded  Magnetic  Tape  for 
Information  Interchange  (800  CPI, 

NRZI)  (ANSI  X3.22-1973). 

— ^FIPS  25,  Recorded  Magnetic  Tape  for 
Information  Interchange  (1600  CPI, 
Phase  Encoded)  (ANSI  X3.39-1973). 

— FIPS  50,  Recorded  Magnetic  Tape  for 
Information  Interchange,  6250  cpi  (246 
cpmm).  Group  Coded  Recording 
(ANSI  X3.54-1976). 

— FIPS  51,  Magnetic  Tape  Cassettes  for 
Information  Interchange  (3.810  mm 
[0.150  in]  Tape  at  32  bpmm  [800  bpi], 

PE)  (ANSI  X3.4&-1977). 

— FIPS  52,  Recorded  Magnetic  Tape 
Cartridge  for  Information  Interchange, 
4-Track,  6.30  mm  (Vi  in),  63  bpmm 
(1600  bpi).  Phase  Encoded  (ANSI 
X3.56-1977). 

— FIPS  79,  Magnetic  Tape  Labels  and 
File  Structure  for  Information 
Interchange  (ANSI  X3.27-1978), 

— FIPS  93,  Parallel  Recorded  Magnetic 
Tape  Cartridge  for  Information 
Interchange,  4-Track,  6.30  mm  (Vi  in), 

63  bpmm  (1600  bpi).  Phase  Encoded 
(ANSI  X3.72-1981/R1987). 

— FIPS  114,  200  mm  (8  in  Flexible  Disk 
Cartridge  Track  Format  Using  Two- 
Frequency  Recording  at  6631  bprad  on 
One  Side — 1.9  tpmm  (48  tpi)  for 
Information  Interchange  (ISO  5654/2- 
1985). 

— FIPS  115,  200  mm  (8  in)  Flexible  Disk 
Cartridge  Track  Format  Using 
Modified  Frequency  Modulation 
Recording  at  13262  bprad  on  Two 
Sides — 1.9  tpmm  (48  tpi)  for 
Information  Interchange  (ISO  7065/2- 
1985). 

— FIPS  116, 130  mm  (5.25  in)  Flexible 
Disk  Cartridge  Track  Format  Using 
Two-Frequency  Recording  at  3979 
bprad  on  One  Side — 1.9  tpmm  (48  tpi) 
for  Information  Interchange  (ISO 
6596/2-1985). 

—FIPS  117, 130  mm  (5.25  in)  Flexible 
Disk  Cartridge  Track  Format  Using 
Modified  Frequency  Modulation 
Recording  at  7958  bprad  on  Two 
Sides — ^1.9  tpmm  (48  tpi)  for 
Information  Interchange  (ISO  7487/3- 
1984). 

— FIPS  118,  Flexible  Disk  Cartridge 
Labelling  and  File  Structure  for 
Information  Interchange  (ISO  7665- 
1983). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  withdrawal  is 
elective  March  10, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Shirley  Radack,  National  Institute  of 
Standards  and  Technology, 

Gaithersburg,  MD  20899,  telephone  (301) 
975-2833. 


Authority:  Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards  Publications  (FIPS  PUBS]  are 
issued  by  the  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Technology  after  approval  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  pursuant  to  section 
111(d)  of  the  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949  as 
amended  by  the  Computer  Security  Act  of 
1987,  Public  Uw  100-235. 

Dated:  February  4, 1992. 

John  W.  Lyons, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5524  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  3510-CN-M 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Florida  Keys  National  Marine 
Sanctuary  Advisory  Council;  Open 
Meeting 

agency:  The  Office  of  Ocean  and 
Coastal  Resource  Management, 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Council  was  established 
in  December  1991  to  advise  and  assist 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  in  the 
development  and  implementation  of  the 
comprehensive  management  plan  for  the 
Florida  Keys  National  Marine 
Sanctuary. 

TIME  AND  PLACE:  March  24  and  25, 1992 
from  9  a.m.  until  adjournment.  The 
meeting  will  take  place  at  Buccaneer 
Resort,  2600  Overseas  Highway,  in 
Marathon,  Florida. 
agenda: 

1.  Review  goals  and  objectives  for  the 
Florida  Keys  National  Marine 
Sanctuary. 

2.  Elect  chairperson  and  vice 
chairperson  and  adopt  by-laws  for 
council. 

3.  Review  and  discuss  possible  water 
use  zoning  categories  and  criteria. 

PUBUC  participation:  The  meeting  will 
be  open  to  public  participation  and  the 
last  thirty  minutes  will  be  set  aside  for 
oral  comments  and  questions.  Seats  will 
be  set  aside  for  the  public  and  the 
media.  Seats  will  be  available  on  a  first- 
come  first-served  basis. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Pamala  James  at  (305)  743-2437  or  Ben 
Haskell  at  (202)  606-4122. 

Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Catalog 
Number  11.429  Marine  Sanctuary  Program 
Dated:  March  5. 1992. 

John  J.  Carey, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Ocean 
Services  and  Coastal  Zone  Management. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5632  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  3S1O-0e-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration. 

Modification  of  Scientific  Research 
Permit 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

ACTION:  Modification  of  Scientific 
Research  Permit  No.  648  (P  #45D) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  of  1973  (16  U.S.C.  1531- 
1543),  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  regulations  governing 
endangered  species  permits  (50  CFR 
parts  217-222],  and  the  Conditions 
hereinafter  set  out.  Scientific  Research 
Permit  No.  648,  issued  to  the  United 
States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  75 
Spring  Streets,  SW.,  Atlanta,  GA  30303, 
on  Octover  4, 1988,  has  been  modified  to 
authorize  the  taking  of  short-nosed 
sturgeon  from  waters  in  Georgia  as  well 
as  from  South  Carolina.  Eggs  from  up  to 
twenty  of  the  originally  authorized  fish 
may  be  used  for  studies  of  dioxin  and 
furan  loads. 

This  modification  becomes  effective 
upon  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Documents  pertaining  to  this 
Modificaiton  and  Permit  are  available 
for  review  in  the  following  offices  by 
appointment: 

Office  of  Protected  Resources,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  1335  East- 
West  Highway,  Silver  Spring,  MD 
20910;  and 

Director,  Southeast  Region,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  9450  Koger 
Blvd.,  St.  Petersburg,  FL  33702  (813/ 
893-3141). 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Charles  Kamella, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Protected 
Resources,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5484  Filed  3-9-92;  8  45  am) 
tfiUJNQ  CODE  3S10-22-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 


Public  Information  Collection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  0MB  for 
Review 

action:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Defense  has 
submitted  to  0MB  for  clearance  the 
following  proposal  for  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35). 
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Title,  Applicable  Form,  and  Applicable 
OMB  Control  Number:  Statistical 
Process  Control  Manufacturing  Plan. 
Type  of  Request  New  Collection. 
Average  Burden  Hours/Minutes  Per 
Response:  .5 

Responses  Per  Respondent.  1. 

Number  of  Respondents:  1500. 

Annual  Burden  Hours:  750. 

Annual  Responses:  1500. 

Needs  And  Uses:  The  Defense  Logistics 
Agency  (OLA),  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  will  require  the  contractor 
to  prepare  a  documented  plan 
showing  how  Statistical  Ihticess 
Control  (SPC)  is  to  be  used  to  monitor 
its  manufacturing  processes.  SPC  will 
be  used  as  a  tool  to  improve  the 
quality  of  products. 

Affected  Public:  Businesses  or  other  for- 
profit,  small  businesses  or 
organizations  and  federal  agencies  or 
employees. 

Frequency:  On  occasion. 

Respondent's  Obligation:  Required  to 
obtain  or  retain  a  benebt. 

OMB  Desk  Officer.  Mr.  Peter  Weiss. 

Written  comments  and 
recommendations  on  the  proposed 
information  collection  should  be  sent  to 
Mr.  Weiss  at  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  Desk  Officer  for  DoD,  room 
3335,  New  ^ecutive  Office  Building. 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

,  DOD  Clearance  Officer:  Mr.  William 
P.  Pearce. 

Written  requests  for  copies  of  die 
information  cidlection  proposal  should 
be  sent  to  Mr.  Pearce.  WHS/DIOR.  1215 
Jefferson  Davis  Hi^way,  suite  1204, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22202-4302. 

Dated:  March  3. 1992. 

LM.  Bynum 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison 
Officer,  Department  of  Defense. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5459  Filed  3-0-92;  8.'45  am) 
MOHM  CODE  M10-01-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
In-House  Microelectronics  Research 
Facilities 

ACTION:  Notice  of  advisory  committee 
meetings. 

SUMMARV:  The  Defense  Science  Board 
Task  Force  on  In-House 
Microelectronics  Research  Facilities  will 
meet  in  closed  session  on  March  24. 1992 
at  Ft.  Monmouth.  New  fersey  and  March 
31'April  2, 1992  at  the  Naval  Ocean 
Systems  Center.  San  Diego,  California. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Acquisition  on  scientific  and 


technical  matters  as  they  affect  the 
perceived  needs  of  the  Department  of 
Defense.  At  these  meetings  the  Task 
Force  will  assess  the  advantages  and 
disadvantages  of  a  single 
microelectronics  facility  for  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
Public  Law  92-463,  as  amended  (5  U.S.C. 
app.  II,  (1988)),  it  has  been  determined 
that  these  DSB  Task  Force  meetings, 
concern  matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(l)  (1988),  and  that  accordingly 
these  meetings  will  be  closed  to  the 
public. 

Dated:  Mardi  4, 1992. 

Linda  M.  Bynum, 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison 
Officer,  Department  of  Defense. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5458  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  StUMIl-M 


Special  Operations  Policy  Advisory 
Group;  Meeting 

The  Special  Operations  Policy 
Advisory  Group  (SOPAG)  vinll  meet  on 
Thursday,  March  26, 1992  in  the 
Pentagon,  Ariington,  Virginia  to  discuss 
sensitive,  classified  topics. 

The  mission  of  the  ^PAG  is  to 
advise  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  on  key  policy  issues  related  to 
the  development  and  maintenance  of 
effective  Special  Operations  and  Low- 
Intensity  Conflict  forces. 

In  accordance  wkh  section  10(d)  of 
Ihiblic  Law  92-463,  the  “Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,”  and  section 
552b(c)(l)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code,' 
-  this  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  publia 

Dated:  March  4. 1992. 

L.  M.  Bynum, 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison 
Officer,  Department  of  Defense. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5457  Filed  3-0-62;  8:45  am] 
BUUNO  CODE  MIO-Ot-K 


Meeting 

agency:  Defense  Advisory  Committee 
on  Women  in  the  Services 
(DACOWITS) 

action:  Notice^xonference. 

SUMMA^  Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92- 
463,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
forthcoming  conference  of  the  Defense 
Advisory  Committee  on  Women  in  the 
Services  (DACOWITS).  Hie  purpose  of 
DACOWITS  is  to  advise  the  Se<^tary 
of  Defense  on  matters  relating  to  women 
in  the  Services.  The  Committee  meets 
semiannually. 

DATES:  April  26-29, 1992  (summarized 
agenda  follows). 

ADDRESSES:  Radisson  Mark  Plaza  Hotel. 
5000  Seminary  Road,  Alexandria. 


Virginia,  unless  otherwise  noted  in 
agenda. 

Agenda:  Sessions  ivill  be  conducted 
daily  and  will  be  open  to  the  public.  The 
agenda  will  include  the  following: 

Saturday,  April  25, 1992, 8:30  a.m.-5  p  jn. 

For  DACOWITS  1992  Appointees 
only:  Conference  registration; 

Orientation  briefing  on  the  DACOWITS; 
Subcommittee  orientations;  Army,  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  Air  Force,  and  Coast 
Guard  orientations. 

Sunday,  April  26, 1992, 7:30  a.m^7  pan. 

Conference  Registration  (Former 
Members  and  Conference  Participants; 
Briefings:  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Denfense  (ODS)  Overview;  Force 
Reductions  and  Restructuring;  Weight 
Standards  After  Pregnancy;  Sexual 
Harassment;  National  Guard  Promotion 
Opportunties;  No-host  Woiking 
Breakfast  (current  DACOWITS 
members  only);  Get  Acquainted 
Luncheon  (current  DACOWITS 
members,  military  representatives,  legal 
advisors,  and  liaison  officers  only); 
Subcommittee  Sessions:  and  Social. 

Monday,  April  27, 1992, 9'.30  a.m.-10  p.m. 

Official  Opening  Ceremony  in 
Pentagon  Auditonum,  room  5A1070 
(board  buses  at  hotel  9:30  a.m.; 
ceremony  begins  at  10*.30  a  jn.); 
Subcommittee  Sessions;  and  OSD 
Reception  and  Dinner  (I^  Invitation 
Only). 

-  Teusday,  April  28, 1992  7:30  ajn.^  pjn. 

Field  trip  to  the  U.S.  Naval  Academy, 
Annapolis,  Maryland  (By  Invitation 
Only),  and  Executive  Committee 
Session. 

Wednesday,  April  29, 1992, 7:30  ajn.-l 
pjn. 

No-host  Woricing  Breakfast  (current 
DACOWITS  members  only);  Individual 
Review  of  Resolutions;  Presentations  by 
members  of  the  public;  General  Business 
Session:  Installation  Visit  Reports;  OSD 
Luncheon  (By  Inyitatimi  Only). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Captain  Branda  M.  Weidner,  Assistant 
Director,  DACOWITS  and  Mlitary 
Women  Matters,  OASD  (Force 
Management  and  Personnel).  The 
Pentagon,  room  3D769.  Washington,  DC 
20301-4000;  telephone  (703)  697-2122. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Hie 

following  rules  and  regualtions  will 
govern  the  participation  by  members  of 
the  public  at  the  ctmference. 

(1)  Members  of  the  public  will  not  be 
pennitted  to  attend  official  OSD 
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Luncheon,  Field  Trip,  or  OSD  Reception 
and  Dinner. 

(2)  All  business  sessions  will  be  oi>en 
to  the  public. 

(3)  Interested  persons  may  submit  a 
written  statement  for  consideration  by 
the  Committee  and/or  make  an  oral 
presentation  of  such  during  the 
conference. 

(4)  Persons  desiring  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  or  submit  a  written 
statement  to  the  Committee  must  notify 
die  point  of  contact  listed  above  no  later 
dian  March  27. 

(5)  Length  and  number  of  oral 
presentations  to  be  made  will  depend  on 
die  number  of  requests  received  horn 
members  of  the  public. 

(6)  Oral  presentations  by  members  of 
die  public  will  be  permitted  only  on 
Wendesday,  April  29,  before  the  full 
Committee. 

(7)  Each  person  desiring  to  make  an 
oral  presentation  must  provide  the 
DACOWITS  office  1  copy  of  the 
presentation  by  April  10  and  make 
available  200  copies  of  any  material  that 
is  intended  for  distribution  at  the 
conference. 

(8)  Persons  submitting  a  written 
Statement  for  inclusion  in  the  minutes  of 
the  conference  must  submit  to  the 
DACOWITS  staff  one  copy  either  before 
or  by  the  close  of  the  conference. 

(9)  Other  new  items  horn  members  of 
die  public  may  be  presented  in  writing 
to  any  DACOWITS  member  for 
transmittal  to  the  DACOWITS  Chair  or 
Director,  DACOWITS  and  Military 
Women  Matters,  to  consider. 

(10)  Members  of  the  public  will  not  be 
permitted  to  enter  into  oral  discussion 
conducted  by  the  Committee  members 
at  any  of  the  sessions;  however,  they 
will  be  permitted  to  reply  to  questions 
directed  to  them  by  the  members  of  the 
Committee. 

(11)  Members  of  the  public  will  be 
permitted  to  orally  question  the 
scheduled  speakers  if  recognized  by  the 
Chair  and  if  time  allows  after  the  official 
participants  have  asked  questions  and/ 
or  make  comments. 

(12)  Questions  from  the  public  will  not 
be  accepted  during  the  Subcommittee 
Sessions,  the  Executive  Committee 
Session,  or  the  General  Business 
Session.  Sessions  will  be  conducted 
daily  and  will  be  open  to  the  public. 

Dated  March  4, 1992. 

LM.  Bynum, 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison 
Officer,  Department  of  Defense. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5460  Filed  3-9-02: 8:45  am) 
MUMQ  COM 


Department  of  the  Air  Force 

USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board; 
Meeting 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board's 
Committee  on  Technology  Options  for 
Global  Reach — Global  Power  1995-2020 
(Power  Projection  Panel)  will  meet  on 
26-27  March  1992,  at  M(I)onnell  Douglas 
Missile  Systems  Co,  St  Louis,  MO  at  8 
a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
receive  briefings  and  gather  information 
for  the  study. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  in  accordance  with  section 
552b(c)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code, 
specifically  subparagraphs  (1)  and  (4) 
thereof. 

For  further  information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
(703)  697-4811. 

Patsy ).  Conner, 

Airforce  Federal  Regiser,  Liaison  Officer, 
[FR  Doc.  92-5571  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
anXMQ  COM  M10-01-M 


Department  of  the  Army 

Army  Science  Board;  Open  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  Committee  Meeting: 

Name  of  the  Committee:  Army  Science 
Board  (ASB). 

Dates  of  the  Meeting:  30  March-2  April 
1992. 

Time:  0800-1630. 

Place:  Denver,  Colorado. 

Agenda:  The  Army  Science  Board's 
Infrastructure  and  Environment  Issue  Group 
will  meet  to  discuss  the  study,  “Groundwater 
Modeling  in  the  Army's  Environmental 
Restoration  Programs."  This  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  Any  interested  person 
may  attend,  appear  before,  or  file  statements 
with  the  committee  at  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  permitted  by  the  committee.  The  ASB 
Administrative  Officer,  Sally  Warner,  may  be 
contacted  for  further  information  (703)  665- 
0781. 

Sally  A  Warner, 

Administrative  Officer,  Army  Science  Board. 
[FR  Doc.  92-5450  FUed  3-9-62;  8:45  am] 
SaUNO  COM  SrUMM-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

PropoMd  Information  CoHactlon 
Requoato 

AOCNCY:  Department  of  Education. 
ACnON:  Notice  of  proposed  information 
collection  requests. 


SUKIMAIIY:  The  Director,  Office  of 
Information  Resources  Management, 
invites  comments  on  the  proposed 
information  collection  requests  as 
required  by  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  of  1980. 

OATES:  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  on  or  before  April  9, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Office  of 
Information  and  Regulatory  Affairs, 
Attention:  Dan  Chenok:  Desk  Officer, 
Department  of  Education,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  726  Jackson 
Place  NW..  room  3208,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
Requests  for  copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  requests  should 
be  addressed  to  Wallace  R.  McPherson, 
Jr.,  Department  of  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  room  5624, 
Regional  Office  Building  3,  Washington. 
DC  20202. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Wallace  R.  McPherson,  (202)  706-5174. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
3517  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of 
1980  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35)  requires  that 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  provide  interested  Federal 
agencies  and  the  public  an  early 
opportunity  to  comment  on  information 
collection  requests.  OMB  may  amend  or 
waive  the  requirement  for  public 
consultation  to  the  extent  ^at  public 
participation  in  the  approval  process 
would  defeat  the  purpose  of  the 
information  collection,  violate  State  or 
Federal  law,  or  substantially  interfere 
with  any  agency’s  ability  to  perform  its 
statutory  obligations.  The  Acting 
Director,  Office  of  Information 
Resources  Management,  publishes  this 
notice  containing  proposed  information 
collection  requests  prior  to  submission 
to  these  requests  to  OMB.  Each 
proposed  information  collection, 
grouped  by  office,  contains  the 
following:  (1)  Type  of  review  requested, 
e.g.,  new,  revision,  extension,  existing  or 
reinstatement;  (2)  Title;  (3)  Frequency  of 
collection;  (4)  llie  affected  public;  (5) 
Reporting  burden;  and/or  (6) 
Recordkeeping  burden;  and  (7)  Abstract. 
OMB  invites  public  comment  at  the 
address  specified  above.  Copies  of  the 
requests  are  available  from  Wallace  R. 
McPherson,  Jr.  at  the  address  specified 
above. 

Dated:  March  4, 1992. 

WallaM  R.  McPhetsoo,  Jr^ 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Information 
Resources  Management. 
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Office  of  Educational  Research  and 

Improvmnent 

Type  of  Review.  Reinstatement. 

Title:  Application  for  Grants  Under 
Library  Research  and  Demonstration 
Program,  Title  II-B  of  the  Higher 
Education  Act  of  1965  as  amended. 

Frequency:  Annually. 

Affected  Public:  Non-profit  institutions. 

Reporting  Burden: 

Responses:  50. 

Bu^en  Hours:  1800. 

Recordkeeping  Burden: 

Recordkeepers:  0 
Burden  Hours:  0. 

Abstract-  This  form  will  be  used  by 
State  Education  Agencies  to  apply  for 
funding  under  the  Library  Research 
and  Demonstration  Program.  The 
Department  uses  the  information  to 
make  grant  awards. 

Office  of  Policy  and  Planning 

Type  of  Review.  Reinstatement 

Title:  General  Education  Provisions  Act 
(GEPA)  406A:  State  Uses  of  Federal 
Funds  Under  State-Administered 
Federal  Education  Programs. 

Frequency:  Annually. 

Affected  Public:  State  or  local 
government. 

Reporting  Burden: 

Responses:  57. 

Bui^en  Hours:  2,565. 

Recordkeeping  Burden: 

Recordkeepers:  0 
Burden  Hours:  0. 

Abstract:  Under  section  406A  of  the 
General  Education  Provisions  Act 
(GEPA)  as  amended,  ED  is 
responsible  for  collecting  data  from 
the  States  and  reporting  to  the 
Congress  on  the  States’  distribution  of 
funds  for  the  State-administered 
Federal  education  programs.  In 
addition,  GEPA  data  are  necessary  for 
a  number  of  different  kinds  of 
analyses  performed  by  ED  on  a 
regular  basis  regarding  accountability 
and  targeting. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5401  Filed  3-0-92;  8:45  am) 

KLUNQ  cooe 


Follow  Through  Program 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 
action:  Correction. 

On  September  18, 1991,  the  U.S. 
Secretary  of  Education  (^cretary) 
published  a  notice  inviting  applications 
for  new  awards  under  the  Follow 
Through  Program  for  fiscal  year  1992  (56 
FR  47270).  The  notice  inadvertently 
omitted  reference  to  the  preference  the 
Secretary  gives  to  applications  that  meet 


the  following  competitive  priority: 

For  the  purpose  of  making  grants  to 
local  educational  agencies  (LEAs)  for 
local  projects  under  section  662  of  the 
Follow  Through  Act.  the  Secretary  will 
give  priority  to  any  LEA  that  requests  a 
grant  for  purposes  of  carrying  out  a 
Follow  Through  Program  in  a  school 
that — 

(1)  Is  designated  as  a  schoolwide 
project  under  section  1015(a)  of  Chapter 
1  of  Title  1  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended  (20  U.S.C.  2725(a)  (1988));  and 

(2)  Has  a  high  concentration  of 
children  from  low-income  families  in 
kindergarten  and  primary  grades  who 
were  previously  enrolled  in  Head  Start 
or  similar  quality  preschool  programs. 

Under  34  CFR  75.105(c)(2)(i),  an 
application  that  meets  this  competitive 
priority  in  a  particularly  effective  way 
receives  from  the  Secretary  25  points  in 
addition  to  any  points  the  application 
earns  under  the  selection  criteria  for  the 
program.  However,  to  receive  the 
additional  25  priority  points,  an 
application  must  frrst  obtain  a  rating  of 
at  least  70  points  as  provided  in 
§  215.24(a)  of  the  regulations.  In 
addition,  in  order  to  determine  the 
average  points  awarded  to  local  project 
applications  contained  in  a  joint 
application,  as  required  in  §  215J20(b)(3) 
of  the  regulations,  priority  points  are 
included  in  the  calculation  of  the 
average. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Patricia  McKee,  Compensatory 
Education  Programs,  Office  of 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education, 
U.S.  Department  of  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  SW.  (room  2043), 
Washington,  DC  20202-6132.  Telephone: 
[202)  401-1392.  Deaf  and  hearing 
impaired  may  call  the  Federal  Dual 
Party  Relay  Service  at  1-800-677-8339 
(in  the  Washington,  DC  202  area  code, 
telephone  706-9300)  between  8  a.m.  and 
7  p.m..  Eastern  time. 

Program  Authority:  42  U£.C.  9881-0869. 

Dated:  March  5, 1992. 

)ohn  T.  MacDonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Vacation. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5565  Filed  3-9-62;  8:45  am] 
BUJJNO  CODE  M00-01-II 


Advisory  Commltteo  on  TosHng  in 
Chapter  1 

AGENCY:  Advisory  Committee  on  Testing 
in  Chapter  1,  Education. 
action:  Cancellation  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  meeting  scheduled  for 
Mard)  10-11, 1992,  which  appeared  in 


the  Federal  Register  on  Wednesday, 
February  26, 1992,  has  been  cancelled. 

Dated:  March  5, 1992. 

|ohn  T.  MacDonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5682  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4000-ai-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Response  to  Recommendation  91>S  of 
the  Defense  Nuclear  Facilities  Safety 
Board  Concerning  Operation  of 
Savannah  River  Site  K>Reactor  Above 
30  Percent  of  Hlstorlcai  Maxfanum 
Power 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  and  request  for  public 
comment. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  section  312(d)  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  2286(d),  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby 
publishes  notice  of  a  response  of  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  (Secretary)  to 
Recommendation  91-5  of  the  Defense 
Nuclear  Facilities  Safety  Board, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  27, 1991,  (56  FR  87068) 
concerning  operation  of  Savannah  River 
Site  K-reactor  above  30  percent  of 
historical  maximum  power. 

DATES:  Comments,  data,  views,  or 
arguments  concerning  the  Secretary’s 
response  are  due  on  or  before  April  9, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments,  data, 
views,  or  arguments  concerning  the 
Secretary's  response  to:  Defense 
Nuclear  Facilities  Safety  Board,  625 
Indiana  Avenue,  NW.,  suite  700, 
Washington,  DC  20004. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donald  F.  Knuth,  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Operations,  Defense 
Programs,  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW.. 

Washington,  DC  20585. 

Mario  Fiori, 

Departmental  Representative  to  the  Defense 
Nuclear  Facilities  Safety  Board. 

February  7, 1992. 

The  Honorable  John  T.  Conway, 

Chairman,  Defense  Nuclear  Facilities  Safety 
Board,  825  Indiana  Avenue,  NW.,  Suite 
700,  Washington,  DC 20004. 

Dear  Mr.  Conway:  Your  letter,  dated 
December  19, 1991,  forwarded  your  reporting 
requirement  pursuant  to  42  U.S.C.  228eb(d)  to 
inform  the  Defense  Nuclear  Facilities  Safety 
Board  (DNFSB)  wdl  before  any  decision  to 
increase  the  K-Reoctor’s  power  level  above 


Federal  Re^ster  /  Vol.  57.  Na  47  /  Tuesday.  March  10,  1992  /  Notices 


8445 


30  percent  of  the  historical  value  of  its 
maximum  full  power.  Additionally,  you 
provided  three  recommendations  regarding 
an  increase  in  operating  power  beyond  30 
percent. 

The  DNFSB  will  be  informed  well  before 
any  decision  is  made  to  increase  reactor 
power  level  above  30  percent  of  the  historical 
value  of  maximum  full  power.  I  accept  the 
DNFSB's  recommendation  to  perform 
additional  studies  prior  to  authorizing  an 
increase  in  reactor  operating  power  above  30 
percent.  Much  analysis  has  been 
accomplished  to  establish  the  safe  operating 
power  level  at  30  percent  of  historical 
maximum  full  power.  Evaluation  of  power 
limits  to  determine  the  feasibility  of 
increasing  the  operating  power  level  is 
continuing  at  Westinghouse  Savannah  River 
Company  and  Los  Alamos  National 
Laboratory  to  determine  the  feasibility  of 
increasing  the  operating  power  level. 

At  the  present  time,  it  is  not  intended  that 
the  reactor  power  be  increased  to  greater 
than  30  percent  due  to  the  reduced  need  for 
tritium.  If  the  need  to  operate  at  greater  than 
30  percent  is  establish^,  then  an 
implementation  plan  will  be  developed  and 
forwarded  to  the  DNFSB. 

In  accordance  with  42  U.S.C.  2286d.  the 
Department  of  Energy's  responses  to  the 
DNFSB's  recommendations  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

James  D.  Watkins, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Navy  (Retired). 

(FR  Doc.  92-5575  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  64S0-01>M 


Response  to  Recommendation  91-6  of 
the  Defense  Nuclear  Facilities  Safety 
Board  Concerning  Radiation 
Protection  issues  Throughout  ttie  DOE 
Defense  Nuclear  Facilities  Complex 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  and  request  for  public 
comment. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  section  312(d]  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  226e(d),  the 
Department  of  Energy  (IK)E)  hereby 
publishes  notice  of  a  response  of  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  (Secretary)  to 
Recommendation  91-6  of  the  Defense 
Nuclear  Facilities  Safety  Board, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  27, 1991,  (56  FR  67066) 
concerning  radiation  protection  for 
workers  and  the  general  public  at  DOE 
facilities. 

DATES:  Comments,  data,  views,  or 
arguments  concerning  the  Secretary's 
response  are  due  on  or  before  April  9, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments,  data, 
views,  or  arguments  concutiing  the 
Secretary's  response  to:  Defense 
Nuclear  Facilities  Safety  Board,  625 


Indiana  Avenue,  NW„  suite  700, 
Washington,  DC  20004. 

FOR  FURTHER  iNFORMAWON  CONTACT: 

Mr.  C.  Rick  Jones,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  O^ice  of  Health  (EH-41),  19901 
Germantown  Road,  Germantown,  MD 
20874,  at  301-903-6061, 

Mario  Fioti, 

Departmental  Representative  to  the  Defease 
Nuclear  Facilities  Safety  Board. 

January  31, 1992. 

The  Honorable  John  T.  Conway, 

Chairman.  Defense  Nuclear  Facilities  Safety 
Board,  625  Indiana  Avenue,  NW,.  Suite 
700,  Washii^ton,  DC  20004. 

Dear  Mr.  Conway:  Your  letter  dated 
December  19. 1991,  forwarded 
Recommendation  91-6  r^arding  radiation 
protection  issues  throughout  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE]  defense  nuclear  facilities 
complex. 

1  share  your  concerns  regarding  DC^s 
radiation  protection  program  at  these 
facilities  and  have  recently  taken  steps  to 
strengthen  radiological  protection  practices. 
On  January  16, 1992, 1  directed  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Environment  Safety,  and 
Health  to  prepare  and  issue  a  comprehensive 
and  definitive  Radiological  Control  Manual.  I 
have  also  directed  that  the  Department's 
independent  monitoring  and  assessment  of 
the  effectiveness  of  radiological  protection 
performance  be  transferred  to  the  OfHce  of 
Nuclear  Safety.  Also,  the  Program  Secretarial 
O^icers  responsible  for  radiological 
programs  have  been  directed  to  ensure  that 
appropriately  trained  personnel  are  assigned 
to  their  organizations  to  monitor  the 
performance  of  their  radiation  protection 
programs.  My  goal  is  to  be  the  pacesetter  for 
radiological  health  and  safety  at  our 
facilities. 

I  accept  the  Board's  recommendations.  In 
addition  to  the  actions  described  above,  I 
have  also  tasked  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Environment,  Safety,  and  Health  and  Senior 
Nuclear  Managers  to  develop  a  detailed 
response  and  course  of  action  to  be 
responsive  to  each  of  your  seven 
recommendations  for  the  defense  nuclear 
facilities  complex.  I  will  forward  this  plan  to 
you  no  later  than  March  IS,  1992. 

In  accordance  with  42  U.S.C  2288d.  the 
Department's  responses  to  the  DNFSB's 
recommendations  wiH  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sincerely,. 

James  D.  Watkins, 

Admiral,  US.  Navy  (Retired). 

(FR  Doc.  92-5574  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNG  CODE  S4SO-01-N 


Energy  Information  Administration 

Agency  Information  Collections  Under 
Review  by  ttw  OfRce  of  Management 
and  BudgM 

agency:  Energy  Information 
Administration,  DOE. 


action:  Notice  of  request  submitted  for 
review  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget 

SUMMARY:  The  Energy  Information 
Administration  (ELA)  has  submitted  the 
energy  information  collectionfs)  listed  at 
the  end  of  this  notice  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  for 
review  under  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (Pub.  L  No. 
96-511, 44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq.).  The 
listing  does  not  include  collections  of 
information  contained  in  new  or  revised 
regulations  which  are  to  be  submitted 
under  section  3504(h)  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  AcL  nor  management  and 
procurement  assistance  requirements 
collected  by  the  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE). 

Each  entry  contains  the  following 
information:  (1)  The  sponsor  of  the 
collection  (a  DOE  component  which 
term  includes  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatoiy  Commission  (FERC));  (2) 
Collection  number(s);  (3)  Current  OMB 
docket  number  (if  applicable);  (4) 
Collection  title;  (5)  Type  of  request,  e.g., 
new,  revision,  extension,  or 
reinstatement;  (6)  Frequency  of 
collection;  (7)  Response  obligation,  i.e., 
mandatory,  voluntary,  or  required  to 
obtain  or  retain  ben^iL  (8)  Affected 
public;  (9)  An  estimate  of  the  number  of 
respondents  per  report  period;  (10)  An 
estimate  of  the  number  of  responses  per 
respondent  annually;  (11)  An  estimate  of 
the  average  hours  per  response:  (12)  The 
estimated  total  annual  respondent 
burden;  and  (13)  A  brief  abstract 
describing  the  proposed  collection  and 
the  respondents. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  within 
30  days  of  publication  of  this  notice.  If 
you  anticipate  that  you  will  be 
submitting  comments  but  Find  it  difficult 
to  do  so  within  the  time  allowed  by  this 
notice,  you  should  advise  the  OMB  DOE 
Desk  Officer  listed  below  of  your 
intention  to  do  so  as  soon  as  possilde. 
The  Desk  Officer  may  be  telephoned  at 
(202)  395-3084.  (Also,  please  notify  the 
EIA  contact  listed  below.) 

ADDRESSES:  Address  comments  to  the 
Department  of  Energy  Desk  Officer. 
Office  of  Information  and  Regulatory 
Affairs,  Office  of  Managment  and 
Budget,  726  Jackson  Place  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20503.  (Comments 
should  also  be  addressed  to  the  Office 
of  Statistical  Standards  at  the  address 
below.) 

FOR  FURTHER  RIFORMA'nON  AND  COPIES 
OF  f»£VANT  MATERIALS  CONTACT: 

Jay  Casselbeny,  Office  of  Statistical 
Standards,  (El-73).  Forrestal  Building. 
U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  Washington. 
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DC  20585.  Mr.  Casselberry  may  be 
telephoned  at  (202)  254-5348. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

The  energy  information  collection 
submitted  to  0MB  for  review  was: 

1.  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 

Conunission 

2.  FERC-510 
3. 1902-0068 

4.  Application  for  the  Surrender  of 

Hydropower  License 

5.  Extension 

6.  On  occasion 

7.  Mandatory 

8.  Individuals  or  households,  State  or 

local  governments.  Businesses  or 
other  for-profit.  Non-profit 
institutions.  Small  businesses  or 
organziations 

9.  30  respondents 
10. 1  response 

11. 10  hours  per  response 

12.  300  hours 

13.  To  carry  out  the  requirements  of  part 

1,  section  4(e),  6  and  13  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act.  These  sections 
direct  that  a  hydropower  license 
may  be  surrendered  or  terminated 
upon  application  and  where 
agreement  exists  between  the  FERC 
and  the  licensee  or  by  implied 
surrender. 

Statutory  Authority:  Sec.  5(a],  5(b),  13(b], 
and  52,  Pub.  L  No.  93-275,  Federal  ^ergy 
Administration  Act  of  1974, 15  U.S.C. 

5§  764(a),  764(b),  772(b),  and  790a. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC;  March  4, 1992. 
Yvonne  M.  Bishop, 

Director,  Statistical  Standards  Energy 
Information  Adminstration. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5576  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  COOe  6450-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  TQ92-2-1-000] 

Aiabama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co.; 
Proposed  PGA  Rate  Adjustment 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  28, 1992, 
Aiabama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas 
Company  (“Aiabama-Tennessee”),  Post 
Office  Box  918,  Florence,  Alabama 
35631,  tendered  for  filing  as  part  of  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1,  the  following  tariff  sheets: 

Twenty-Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4 

The  tariff  sheet  is  proposed  to  become 
effective  April  1, 1992.  Aiabama- 
Tennessee  states  that  the  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  adjust  its  rates  to  conform  to 
the  rates  of  its  suppliers  and  to  reflect 
certain  transportation  costs  as 
purchased  gas  costs  as  permitted  under 


the  Commission's  recent  order  issued  on 
February  7, 1992  in  Docket  No.  RP92-87- 
000  (58  FERC  f  61,130).  Aiabama- 
Tennessee  has  requested  any  necessary 
waivers  of  the  Commission's 
Regulations  in  order  to  permit  the  tariff 
sheet  to  become  effective  as  proposed. 

Aiabama-Tennessee  states  that  copies 
of  the  tariff  filing  have  been  mailed  to 
all  of  its  jurisdictional  sales  and 
transportation  customers  and  affected 
state  regulatory  commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rule  211 
or  Rule  214  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  385.214.  All  such  motions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  10, 
1992.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  the  proceeding  must 
file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 
Linwood  A.  Watson,  |r., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5476  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


(Docket  No.  TA92-1-48-000] 

ANR  Pipeline  Co.;  Proposed  Changes 
in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  ANR  Pipeline 
Company  (“ANR"),  on  February  28, 

1992,  tendered  for  filing  as  part  of  its 
F.E.R.C.  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No. 
1,  the  following  tariff  sheet  to  be 
effective  May  1, 1992. 

Fifty-Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  18 
ANR  states  that  the  purpose  of  the 
instant  filing  is  to  implement  its  Annual 
PGA  rate  adjustment  pursuant  to 
Section  15  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  ANR's  Tariff. 

Fifty-Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  18 
reflects  a  decrease  of  $0.3832  per 
dekatherm  (“dth”)  in  the  gas  cost 
component  of  the  commodity  rate  of 
ANR's  CD-l/MC-1  Rate  Schedules  from 
rates  reflected  in  ANR's  February  1, 

1992  Quarterly  PGA  at  Docket  No. 
TQ92-3-48-000,  including  the 
elimination  of  the  GRl  Adjustment 
Charge  of  $0.0147  per  dth,  that  was  filed 
in  Docket  No.  TM92-4-48-000,  to  be 
effective  March  1, 1992. 

There  is  a  decrease  of  $0,091  in  the 
gas  cost  component  of  the  monthly  D-1 


demand  rate  and  an  increase  of  $0.0093 
in  the  gas  cost  component  of  the  D-2 
demand  rate,  from  rates  reflected  in  the 
February  1, 1992  Quarterly  PGA. 

The  instant  filing  further  reflects  a 
decrease  in  the  gas  cost  component  of 
ANR's  one-part  rate  applicable  to  Rate 
Schedule  SGS-1  of  $0.3643  per  dth  from 
rates  reflected  in  the  February  1, 1992 
Quarterly  PGA  and  includes  the 
elimination  of  the  GRl  surcharge. 

ANR  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  upon  ail  of  its  jurisdictional 
customers  and  interested  state 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  385.121  and  385.211 
of  the  Commission's  Rules  and 
Regulations.  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  18, 1992.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  )r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5468  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  TA92-1-21-000  and  TM92-8- 
21-0001 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Columbia) 
on  February  28, 1992,  tendered  for  filing 
the  following  proposed  changes  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1,  to  be  effective  May  1, 1992. 

Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26 
Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26.1 
Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26A 
Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26A.1 
Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26B 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  26B.1 
Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26C 
Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26D 
Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  163 

Columbia  states  that  the  sales  rates 
set  forth  on  Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  26 
reflect  an  overall  decrease  of  13.714  per 
Dth  in  the  commodity  rate  and  an 
increase  of  $0,369  per  Dth  in  the  demand 
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rate.  In  addition,  the  transportation  rates 
set  forth  on  Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
26C  and  Sixth  Revised  ^eet  No.  26D 
reflect  a  decrease  in  the  Fuel  Charge 
component  of  0.35$  per  Dth. 

Columbia  states  that  the  purpose  of 
the  subject  tariff  sheets  is  to  reflect  the 
following: 

(1)  A  Current  Purchased  Gas  Cost 

Adjustment  applicable  to  Sales  Rate 
Schedules; 

(2)  Unrecovered  Purchased  Gas  Cost 

Surcharges  to  be  effective  during  the  12- 
month  period  commencing  May  1. 1992; 

(3)  Current  Transportation  Cost  Rate 

Adjustments; 

(4)  Unrecovered  Transportation  Fuel  Chaige 

Adjustments; 

(5)  A  surcharge  adjustment  to  provide  for  the 

recovery,  over  the  12-month  period 
commencing  May  1, 1992,  of  carrying 
charges  related  to  take-or-pay 
reimbursements  paid  by  Columbia  to 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Panhandle)  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  a 
Commission  approved  settlement  in 
Docket  No.  RP83-&-000;  and 

(6)  A  Transportation  Fuel  Charge 

Adjustment. 

Columbia  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  were  served  upon  Columbia’s 
jurisdictional  customers  and  interested 
state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  Hling  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  Union 
Center  Plaza  Building,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  in 
accordance  with  rules  211  and  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  All  such  motions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  18, 
1992.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  Columbia’s  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  )r.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5469  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  TQ92-2-2-000] 

East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Rate 
Filing  Pursuant  to  Tariff  Rate 
Adjustment  Provisions 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  28, 1992, 
East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company 
(East  Tennessee)  submitted  for  filing  ten 
copies  each  of  Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet 
Nos.  4  and  5  to  First  Revised  Volume 


No.  1  of  its  FkKC  Gas  Tariff  to  be 
effective  April  1, 1992. 

East  Tennessee  states  that  the 
purpose  of  the  revisions  to  Eighteenth 
Revised  Sheet  Nos.  4  and  5  is  to  reflect  a 
purchased  gas  adjustment  (PGA)  to 
East  Tennessee’s  Rates  fcH*  the  quarterly 
period  of  April  1992-)une  1992  pursuant 
to  section  21  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  East  Tennessee’s  Tariff. 

East  Tennessee  states  that  copies  of 
the  filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers  and  afiected 
state  regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington. 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
motions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  March  10, 1992.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  ^e  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene; 
provided,  however,  that  any  person  who 
had  previously  filed  a  motion  to 
intervene  in  this  proceeding  is  not 
required  to  file  a  further  motion.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5470  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  amj 
BIUING  CODE  6717-01-M 

[Docket  No.  TA92-1-34-0001 

Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  28, 1992 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(“FGT”)  tendered  for  filing  the  following 
tariff  sheet  to  become  part  of  its  FERC 
Gas  Tariff  effective  May  1, 1992. 

FERC  Gas  Tariff.  Second  Revised  Volume 
No.l 

Twenty-Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  8 

Pursuant  to  S  154.305  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  and  Section  15 
of  the  General  Terms  and  Conditions  of 
FGTs  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  FGT  submits  the 
above-referenced  tariff  sheet  as  part  of 
FGTs  annual  PGA  filing  to  be  effective 
May  1, 1992. 

FGT  states  that  the  current 
adjustment  reflects  FGT’s  projected  cost 
of  gas  for  the  period  May  1, 1992  through 
July  31, 1992.  FGT  anticipates  a  decrease 


from  the  $2.1452  per  MMBtu  saturated 
reflected  in  FGTs  last  scheduled  filing 
in  Docket  No.  TQ92-2-34  effective 
February  1, 1992  to  $1.7375  per  MMBtu 
saturated  in  the  instant  filing. 

FGT  states  that  the  Surcharger 
Adjustments  set  forth  on  the  tariff  sheet 
reflect  the  amortization  of  the  current 
deferral  balance  acciunulated  during  the 
period  January  1, 1991  through 
December  31, 1991  and  the  deferral 
balance  accumulated  during  the  period 
January  1, 1990  through  December  31, 
1990,  for  which  FGT  sought  waiver  in 
Docket  No.  TA91-1-34  to  defer  recovery. 

FGT  further  states  that  in  its  last 
annual  PGA  filing  in  Docket  No.  TA91- 
1-34,  FGT  sought  a  waiver  of  the 
Commissions'  regulations  to  permit  FGT 
to  defer  collection  by  transferring  the 
commodity  portion  of  the  December  31, 
1990  current  deferral  subaccount 
balance  to  its  current  deferral 
subaccount  which  commenced  January 
1, 1991.  By  order  issued  April  30, 1991, 
the  Commission  granted  FGT  the 
requested  waiver,  and  further  required 
FGT  to  implement  the  surcharge  in 
FGT’s  next  annual  PGA  filing.  In  this 
filing,  FGT  is  including  the  December  31. 
1990  balance  in  the  proposed  commodity 
surcharge  adjustments. 

FGT  also  states  that  it  has  filed 
certain  schedules  in  accordance  with 
FERC  Form  No.  542-PGA  (Revised).  FGT 
has  submitted  a  diskette  containing  such 
schedules. 

FGT  states  that  a  copy  of  its  filing  has 
been  served  on  ail  customers  receiving 
gas  under  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Second 
Revised  Volume  No.  1  and  interested 
State  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426  in  accordance  with  §  §  385.211 
and  385.214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations.  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  18, 1992.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene. 

Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  Pubilc  Reference 
Room. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5472  Filed  3-9-92:  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  6717-01-M 
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[  Docket  No.  CP92-322-000] 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Coip.  v. 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.;  Informal 
Technical  Conference 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  18, 1992  at 
10  a.m.,  the  Commission  Staff  will 
convene  an  informal  technical 
conference  in  the  above-captioned 
proceeding  to  discuss  the  issues  raised 
in  the  complaint  Hied  on  January  29, 

1992,  by  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply 
Corporation  against  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company.  National  Fuel 
requests  in  its  complaint  that  a  show 
cause  order  be  issued  against  Tennessee 
for  abandoning  certiHcated 
transportation  service  without 
authorization,  in  violation  of  section  7(b] 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  for 
undertaking  unjust  and  unreasonable 
contracting  practices,  in  violation  of 
section  5  of  the  Act. 

The  conference  will  be  held  in  a  room 
to  be  designated  at  the  offices  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
at  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
attend.  Attendance  at  the  conference 
will  not  confer  party  status. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5471  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 

[Docket  No.  229-005] 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.; 
Notice  of  Compliance  Filing 

March  3. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  28, 1992 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Panhandle)  tendered  for  filing  the 
revised  tariff  sheets  as  listed  on 
appendices  A  and  B  attached  to  the 
filing. 

Panhandle  states  that  the  revised 
tariff  sheets  to  be  effective  April  1, 1992 
reflect  (1)  compliance  with  Ordering 
Paragraphs  (A),  (B),  (C),  (E)  and  (F)  of 
the  Commission’s  suspension  Order 
dated  October  31, 1991;  (2)  the 
application  of  Ordering  Paragraph  (A) 
reflects  the  current  determinations 
arising  from  Docket  No.  RP88-262-000, 
et  al. ,  as  detailed  in  the  report  filed  in 
this  proceeding  on  January  15, 1992;  (3) 
the  elimination  of  the  proposal  for  a 
third-party  charge  as  required  by 
Ordering  Paragraph  (B);  (4)  the  proposed 
transportation  cost  adjustment  which 
permits  Panhandle  to  reflect  current 
levels  of  Account  No.  858  as 
contemplated  by  Ordering  Paragraph 


(C);  (5)  the  test  period  certificated  levels 
in  the  rate  design  as  required  by 
Ordering  Paragraph  (E);  and,  (6) 
revisions  to  Section  18.9  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  as  required  by 
Ordering  Paragraph  (F)  and  the 
Technical  Conference  by  December  6, 
1991. 

Panhandle  states  that  the  rates  and 
tariffs  submitted  also  reflect  ACA,  GRI, 
PGA  and  Take-or-Pay  filings  which  have 
been  made  since  the  rate  Hling  of 
September  30, 1991,  including  Docket 
Nos.  TM92-1-28-000,  TM92-2-48-000, 
TF92-1-28-000,  TA92-1-28-000  and  001, 
TQ2-2-2&-000  and  Docket  No.  RP92- 
118-000,  respectively.  The  rates  and 
tariffs  also  reflect  the  Commission's 
preliminary  order  approving  the 
refimctionalization  of  facilities  in 
Docket  No.  RP87-103-000  which  was 
included  in  the  original  filing  therein,  the 
Hnal  approval  of  the  settlements  in 
Docket  Nos.  RP88-8a-000  e^  a/.  RP88- 
262-000,  et  al.  and  RP91-53-000,  et  aJ. 
and  the  Commission’s  Order  dated 
February  5, 1992  in  Docket  No.  RP92-84- 
000. 

Panhandle  states  that  the  filing  of 
these  revised  tariff  sheets  which 
satisfies  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Order  dated  October  31, 
1991  in  this  proceeding  is  without 
prejudice  to  Panhandle’s  rights  on 
rehearing  or  in  any  judicial  review 
proceeding  or  its  position  in  this 
proceeding  and  the  Docket  No.  RP88- 
262-000  proceeding. 

Panhandle  states  that  copies  of  the 
revised  tariff  sheets  are  being  served  on 
all  jurisdictional  customers,  interested 
state  commissions  and  ail  parties  to  this 
proceeding. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
filing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rule  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  March  10, 1992.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Conunission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5473  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP92-134-000] 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Proposed 
Changes  to  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  3, 1992 

Take  notice  that  on  February  28, 1992, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Southern)  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff  on  the 
tariff  sheets  in  appendix  A  attached  to 
the  filing.  The  aforesaid  tariff  sheets 
reflect  a  decrease  in  rates  attributable  to 
a  reduction  of  $4.6  million  in  Southern’s 
annual  non-gas  cost  of  service  and 
significant  levels  of  conversions  by 
Southern’s  customers  ft'om  CD  to  FT 
service. 

Southern  states  that  it  has  employed 
Straight  Fixed  Variable  methods  of  cost 
classification,  allocation,  and  rate 
design  in  the  development  of  its 
proposed  rates  that  are  consistent  with 
the  Commission’s  expressed  preference 
in  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  in 
Docket  No.  RM91-11-000  and  consistent 
with  the  utilization  of  Southern’s  system 
and  the  competitive  nature  of  the 
markets  served  by  it. 

Southern  requested  waiver  of  the  five- 
month  suspension  period  and  the  thirty 
(30)  day  notice  requirement  of  §  154.22 
of  the  Commission’s  Regulations  to 
allow  the  proposed  tariff  sheets  to 
become  effective  March  1, 1992. 

Southern  stated  that  a  shortened 
suspension  period  is  required  so  that  the 
benefits  of  the  rate  decrease  will  accrue 
to  the  customers  at  the  earliest  possible 
time.  The  conversions  ft'om  CD  to  FT 
have  either  already  occurred  or  will 
occur  by  March  1, 1992. 

Southern  states  that  copies  of  its  filing 
were  served  upon  Southern’s 
jurisdictional  purchasers,  shippers,  and 
interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  214 
and  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (§§  385.214, 
385.211).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  10, 
1992. 

Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
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become  a  party  must  Hie  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  Hling  are  on  Hie 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  92-6474  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP92-1 32-000] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  C04  Tariff 
Filing  of  Changes  in  Rates 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  28, 1992, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
(Tennessee]  tendered  for  filing  changes 
in  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff  to  Rate  Schedules 
NET-EU  and  T-180  to  be  effective  April 
1, 1992,  consisting  of  the  following 
revised  tariff  sheets: 

Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  30 
Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  156 

Original  Volume  No.  2 

Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  9 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  9A 
Fourteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  10 

Tennessee  states  that  the  rate  change 
for  Rate  Schedule  NET-EU  is  necessary 
to  reflect  increases  in  the  costs  of 
facilities  and  other  costs  incurred  by 
Tennessee  to  render  the  service  and  the 
rate  change  for  Rate  Schedule  T-180  is 
necessary  to  reflect  Tennessee’s 
proposed  decoupling  of  Rate  Schedule 
T-180  from  Rate  Schedule  NET-EU. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  March  10, 1992.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  made 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  Hie  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5467  Filed  3-9-92:  8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP91-203-007] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.;  Rate 
Filing 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  28. 1992, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
(Tennessee)  filed  the  following  revised 
tariff  sheets  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff  to  be 
effective  February  1, 1992: 

Original  Volume  No.  2 

Second  Substitute  Eight  Revised  Sheet  No.  9 
Second  Substitute  Original  Sheet  No.  9A 

The  purpose  of  the  filing  is  to  provide 
workpapers  in  support  of  the  rates  filed 
January  31, 1992,  in  the  referenced 
docket.  The  tariff  sheets  are  being  filed 
to  reflect  a  reduction  in  the  rates  for 
Rate  Schedule  T-180.  This  reduction  is 
the  result  of  plant  not  placed  in  service 
by  February  1, 1992. 

Tennessee  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  affected 
customers  and  state  regulator 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
filing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rule  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  March  10, 1992.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5477  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  TQ92-2-9-000  and  TM92-3-9- 
000] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.;  Rate 
Filing  Pursuant  to  Tariff  Rate 
Adjustment  Provisions 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  18, 1992, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
(Tennessee)  Hied  the  following  revised 
tariff  sheets  to  its  FERC  Gas  TariH  to  be 
effective  April  1. 1992: 

Item  A:  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  20 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  20A 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  21 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  21A 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  22 


Item  B:  Original  Volume  No.  2 

Twenty-sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  5A 

Tennessee  states  that  the  current 
Purchased  Gas  Cost  Rate  Adjustments 
consist  of  a  $.0340  per  dekatherm 
adjustment  applicable  to  the  gas 
component  of  Tennessee’s  sales  rates 
and  $.15  per  dekatherm  adjustment 
applicable  to  the  Demand  component. 

Tennessee  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers  on  its  system 
and  affected  stated  regulatory 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  Hie  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20425,  in  accordance  with  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  March  10, 1992.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  Hie  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5475  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  TA92-2-18-003] 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  Gas), 
on  February  28, 1992,  tendered  for  filing 
the  following  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1: 

TA92-2-18 

Second  Substitute  Forty-ninth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  10 

Second  Substitute  Forty-ninth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  10a 

Second  Substitute  Thirtieth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  11 

Second  Substitute  Twentieth  Revised  Sheet 
llA 

Second  Substitute  Twentieth  Revised  Sheet 
IIB 

Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  109 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  112 

TF92-4-18 

Second  Substitute  Fiftieth  Revised  Sheet,  No. 
10 

Second  Substitute  Fiftieth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
lOA 

Second  Substitute  Thirty-first  Revised  Sheet 
No.  11 
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Second  Substitute  Twenty-first  Revised  Sheet 

No.  IIA 

Second  Substitute  Twenty-Hrst  Revised  Sheet 

No.  IIB 

TA92-2-ia-003 

Texas  Gas  states  that  these  tariff 
sheets  are  being  filed  to  comply  with  the 
Commission’s  “Order  Accepting  and 
Suspending  Tariff  Sheets  Subject  to 
Refund  and  Conditions’*  issued  January 
31. 1992,  in  Docket  No.  TA92-2-18-000, 
December  10, 1991,  and  Commission 
Letter  Order  issued  February  14, 1992,  in 
Docket  No.  TA92-2-18-002,  filed 
February  10, 1992. 

Texas  Gas  states  that  the  proposed 
tarifi’  sheets  reflect  a  commodity  rate 
decrease  of  $(.2972)  per  MMBtu  from 
those  rates  reflected  in  the  Annual  PGA 
filing  of  December  10, 1991,  and  a 
conunodity  rate  decrease  of  $(.1684)  per 
MMBtu  from  the  rates  reflected  in  the 
last  scheduled  Quarterly  PGA  in  Docket 
No.  TQ-92-1-18.  No  changes  are  being 
proposed  for  the  demand  rates  or  SGN 
standby  charges. 

TF92-4-18 

Texas  Gas  states  that  these  tarifi 
sheets  are  being  filed  to  reflect  the 
revised  current  adjustment  and 
pagination  due  to  the  compliance  filing 
in  TA92-2-18.  The  effective  rates 
reflected  in  the  proposed  sheets  are  the 
same  as  those  accepted  by  Commission 
Letter  Order  dated  January  31, 1992,  in 
Texas  Gas’s  interim  PGA  filing  of 
January  18, 1992  (Docket  No.  TF92-4-18- 
000). 

Texas  Gas  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  were  served  upon  Texas  Gas’s 
jurisdictional  sales  customers  and 
interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
filing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  rule  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedures,  18  CFR 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  March  10, 1992.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
portestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwodd  A  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5480  Filed  5-9-^  8:45  am) 
BIUINa  COOC  •717-at-M 


[Docket  No.  TQ92-2-18-000) 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  Gas), 
on  February  28, 1992,  tendered  for  filing 
the  following  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1: 

Fifty-first  Revised  Sheet  No.  10 
Fifty-first  Revised  Sheet  No.  lOA 
Thirty-second  Revised  Sheet  No.  11 
Twenty-second  Revised  Sheet  No.  llA 
Twenty-second  Revised  Sheet  No.  IIB 

Texas  Gas  states  that  these  tariff 
sheets  reflect  changes  in  purchased  gas 
costs  pursuant  to  an  Out-of-Cycle  PGA 
Rate  Adjustment  and  are  proposed  to  be 
effective  March  1, 1992.  Texas  Gas 
further  states  that  the  proposed  tariff 
sheets  reflect  a  conunodity  rate 
decrease  of  $(.1976)  per  MMBtu,  a  D-2 
demand  rate  decrease  of  $(.0033)  per 
MMBtu,  a  D-1  demand  rate  increase  of 
$.13  per  MMBtu,  and  an  SGN  Standby 
rate  increase  of  $.0050  to  $.0058  per 
MMBtu  from  the  rates  set  forth  in  the 
Annual  PGA  (compliance)  filed 
February  28, 1992  (Docket  No.  TA92-2- 
18).  In  addition,  the  instant  filing  reflects 
a.$(.1452)  per  MMBtu  commodity  rate 
decrease  fixim  the  rates  effective 
February  1, 1992  (Docket  No.  TF92-4- 
18). 

Texas  Gas  states  that  tx>pies  of  the 
filing  were  served  on  Texas  Gas’ 
jurisdictional  customers  and  interested 
State  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  385.214 
and  385.211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations.  All  such  protests  or 
motions  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  10, 1992.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
-  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5479  Filed  3-0-92: 8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  t717-01-«l 


[Dock«t  Not.  RP88-67-000,  RP88-81-000, 
RPM-221-000,  RP90-1 19-001,  RP91-4-000, 
and  RP91-1 19-000  (Phase  I/Rates)) 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp.; 
Informal  Settlement  Conference 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  a  conference  of  the 
Steering  Committee  is  scheduled  to  be 
convened  in  this  proceeding  on 
Wednesday,  March  11, 1992,  at  1  p.m.,  at 
the  offices  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  810  First  Street, 
NE,  Washington,  DC.  The  meeting  will 
continue  on  Thursday,  March  12,  if 
necessary.  Parties  may  designate 
anyone  they  wish  for  the  Steering 
Committee,  but  business  representatives 
are  encouraged.  Participants  on  the 
Steering  Committee  should  include 
individuals  who  are  in  a  position  to 
commit  their  parties  quickly  on  matters 
of  substance. 

Any  party,  as  defined  by  18  CFR 
385.102(c),  or  any  participant  as  defined 
in  18  CFR  385.102(b),  is  invited  to  attend. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
move  to  intervene  and  receive 
intervener  status  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (18  CFR 
385.214). 

■  For  additional  information,  contact 
Dennis  H.  Melvin  at  (202)  208-0042  or 
Arnold  H.  Meltz  at  (202)  208-0737. 
Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5478  Fded  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  trir-OI-M 

[Docket  No.  CP89-1916-005] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.; 
Application  To  Extend  and  Amend 
Certification  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity 

March  3, 1991. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  2, 1992, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Transco),  Post  Office  Box 
1396,  Houston,  Texas  77251,  filed  an 
application  in  Docket  No.  CP89-1916- 
005  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  to  extend  and  amend 
the  certificate  of  pubUc  convenience  and 
necessity  issued  in  Docket  No.  CP89- 
1916-002  on  December  17, 1991, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Coloration,  55  FERC  §  61,446  (1991), 
which  allowed  Transco  to  assign  to  its 
customers  its  rights  under  firm 
transportation  arrangement  on 
consenting  upstream  pipeline  systems. 

Transco  states  that  the  instant 
application  is  being  filed  in  conjunction 
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with  Transco's  general  rate  case  under 
Section  4  of  the  NGA  Hied  on  March  2, 
1992  in  Docket  No.  RP92-137.  Transco 
states  the  proposed  amendment  to  the 
upstream  capacity  assignment  program 
provides  for  the  deletion  of  the  term 
limitation  of  the  authority  granted  in 
Docket  No.  CP89.1916.002  such  that  the 
authority  will  extend  for  an  unlimited 
period.  In  addition,  a  further  amendment 
is  requested  such  that  the  requirement 
that  upstream  pipelines  consent  to  the 
capacity  assignment  program  to  be 
eliminated. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
niing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commisison, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  rule  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  March  19, 1992.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Take  further  notice,  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commisison 
by  sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  motion  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  motion 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
uimecessary  for  Transco  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5489  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  TM92-7-29-000] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco) 


tendered  for  filing  on  February  27, 1992 
the  following  revised  certain  sheets  to 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1  of  its  FERC 
Gas  Tariff  included  in  appendix  A 
attached  to  the  filing. 

Transco  states  that  the  purpose  of  the 
filing  is  to  track  rate  changes 
attributable  to  (1)  storage  services 
purchased  from  Consolidated  Natural 
Gas  (CNG)  under  its  Rate  Schedule  GSS 
the  costs  of  which  are  included  in  the 
rates  and  charges  payable  under 
Transco’s  Rate  Schedule  LSS,  (2)  storage 
services  purchased  from  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (’TETCO) 
under  its  Rate  Schedule  X-28  the  costs 
of  which  are  included  in  the  rates  and 
charges  payable  under  Transco’s  Rate 
Schedule  S^2  and  (3)  transportation 
services  purchased  from  CNG  under  its 
Rate  Schedule  X-74  the  costs  of  which 
are  included  in  the  rates  and  charges 
payable  under  Transco's  Rate  Schedule 
FT-NT.  The  tracking  filing  is  being  made 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  Transco’s  Rate 
Schedule  LSS,  section  26  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  Volume  No.  1 
of  Transco’s  FERC  Gas  Tariff  and 
section  4  of  Transco’s  Rate  Schedule 
FT-NT. 

Included  in  appendices  B  through  D 
attached  to  the  filing  are  explanations  of 
the  tracking  rate  changes  and  details 
regarding  the  computation  of  the  revised 
LSS,  S-2  and  FT-OT  rates. 

Transco  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
are  being  mailed  to  each  of  its 
customers  and  interested  State 
Commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR 
385.214  and  385.211  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations.  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  10, 1992.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room. 

linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5487  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  S717-01-M 


[Dockot  No.  RP92-137-000] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp,; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  3, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporation  (“Transco")  on 
March  2, 1992,  tendered  for  filing  certain 
tariff  sheets  to  Second  Revised  Volume 
No.  1  and  Original  Volume  No.  2  of  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff.  The  proposed  changes 
would  increase  revenues  from 
jurisdictional  sales,  transportation  and 
storage  services  by  approximately  $234 
million  annually  based  upon  the  12- 
month  period  ended  November  30, 1991, 
as  adjusted.  The  proposed  effective  date 
of  the  instant  filing  is  April  10, 1992. 
However,  Transco  states  that  it 
anticipates  that  the  Commission  will 
suspend  this  filing  for  a  period  of  up  to 
five  months.  If  so,  Transco  requests  that 
the  Commission  shorten  the  maximum 
suspension  so  that  the  instant  filing  may 
take  effect  subject  to  refimd  on 
September  1, 1992.  Transco  states  that  a 
longer  suspension  period  would  create  a 
situation  of  rate  changes  in  mid-month 
on  the  Transco  system  during  September 
1992  which  would  complicate  and 
disrupt  business  planning  for  producers 
and  their  customers  who  negotiate 
monthly  gas  prices  based  on  a  known 
and  unchanging  transmission  rate.  For 
this  reason  and  because  Transco  has 
provided  additional  notice  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  Commission’s 
consideration  of  the  instant  filing, 
Transco  states  that  there  is  ample 
justification  for  shortening  the  maximum 
suspension  period. 

Transco  states  that  the  principal 
causes  of  the  rate  increase  are  (1) 
increases  in  operating  and  maintenance 
expenses  and  depreciation  expenses,  (2) 
an  increase  in  rate  base,  (3)  an  increase 
in  the  cost  of  capital  and,  (4)  rate  design 
related  changes,  specifically  (i)  with 
regard  to  the  increase  in  firm 
transportation  (FT)  reservation  charges, 
the  adoption  of  Fixed- Variable  (F-V) 
rate  design,  and  (ii)  with  regard  to  the 
increase  in  the  Non-Gas  Demand 
Charge,  an  increase  in  costs  allocated  to 
such  charge  and  a  reduction  in  the 
quantity  of  firm  service  subscriptions  to 
'Transco’s  sales  service. 

Transco  states  that  the  principal 
changes  in  the  instant  filing  compared  to 
the  currently  effective  methodologies 
are: 

(1)  The  use  of  F-V  rate  design  in  compliance 

with  the  policy  in  the  Mega-NOPR; 

(2)  The  allocation  of  Transco’s  system 

storage  flexibility  purchased  from  CNG 

Transmission  Corporation  to 

transportation  service  (rather  than  to  FS 

service)  to  assist  in  balancing  service; 
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(3)  The  allocation  of  costs  to  Transco’s  PS 

service  to  account  for  FS  service's  annual 
iniections  into  the  Eminence  storage 
field; 

(4)  Setting  Transco's  backhaul  rate  equal  to 

the  applicable  forward  haul  rate  (no  fuel 
will  be  retained  for  backhauls);  and 

(5)  The  removal  from  Transco’s  X-Rate 

Schedule  transportation  rates  of  the 
costs  associated  with  the  part  of  the 
Eminence  storage  Beld  reserved  for 
emergency  service  for  FT  shippers. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  rate 
design  and  cost  allocation  changes, 
additional  changes  proposed  in 
Transco’s  hling  include  (1)  an  increase 
in  Transco’s  onshore  depreciation  rates 
which  results  in  an  increase  in 
depreciation  expense,  and  (2)  a  higher 
working  capital  allowance.  Transco 
states  that  the  increase  in  working 
capital  is  caused  by  the  inclusion 
therein  of  the  cost  of  the  outstanding  net 
amount  of  historical  transportation 
imbalances  between  Transco  and  its 
shippers.  In  that  regard,  Transco  states 
that  it  is  proposing  new  tariff  language 
to  address  the  resolution  of  such 
historical  transportation  imbalances 
incurred  prior  to  the  August  1, 1991 
implementation  date  of  the  “cash  out” 
program  which  oi}erates  to  resolve 
imbalances  on  a  monthly  basis.  Transco 
has  also  proposed  an  electric  power 
tracker. 

Transco  is  also  requesting  that  the 
Commission  consolidate  the  instant  rate 
filing  with  Transco’s  contemporaneous 
and  related  certificate  filings  in  Docket 
Nos.  CP92-378  and  CP89-1916.  In  Docket 
No.  CP92-378,  Transco  is  proposing 
several  programs  designed  to  promote 
an  efficient  allocation  of  firm  and 
interruptible  capacity  and  to  maintain 
proper  incentives  on  pipeline 
management  under  F-V  rate  design. 
These  programs  are  (1)  an  unregulated 
secondary  market  capacity  on  a  firm  or 
interruptible  basis  at  unregulated  rates 
in  competition  with  the  capcacity 
assignment  program  for  maricet  area  FT 
capacity  holders  on  the  Transco  system; 
(2)  a  capacity  release  program  under 
which  'Transco  could  participate  in  the 
secondary  market  by  negotiating  with 
such  FT  capacity  holders  for  firm 
capacity;  (3)  a  Negotiated 
Transportation  Services  (NTS)  Rate 
Schedule  under  which  (i)  Transco  could 
remarket  capacity  purchased  under  the 
capacity  release  program  or  unutilized 
capacity  on  a  firm  intemiptable  basis  at 
unregulated  rates  in  competition  with 
the  capacity  assignment  program  and  (ii) 
current  FT  capacity  holders  could 
renegotiate  the  rates  that  they  otherwise 
pay  under  Transco’s  FT  Rate  Schedule; 
and  (4)  an  incentive  ratemaking  regime 
called  “yardstick  competition’’  un^r 
which  Transco’s  ability  to  profit  would 


be  directly  tied  to  its  ability  to  establish 
and  maintain  costs  at  levels  at  or  below 
industry  average  cost  levels.  In  Docket 
No.  CP89-1916,  Transco  is  requesting 
that  the  Commission  extend  'Transco’s 
existing  capacity  assignment  program 
regarding  ’Transco’s  capacity  on  its 
upstream  pipelines. 

Transco  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  upon  Transco’s  customers 
and  interested  State  Commissions.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
S  154.16  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations,  copies  of  this  filing  are 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours,  in  a  convenient 
form  and  place  in  Transco’s  main  office 
at  2800  Post  Oak  Boulevard  in  Houston, 
Texas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  rule  211 
and  rule  214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
385.211  and  385.214).  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  19, 1992.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6488  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  COOE  6717-(n-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

AGENCY 

[FRL-4113-9] 

EPA  Border  Environmental  Plan  Public 
Advisory  Committee 
agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  establishment  of  the 
EPA  border  environmental  plan  public 
advisory  conunittee  and  request  for 
nominations  to  the  advisory  committee. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  section  9(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Conunittee  AcL  5 
U.S.C.  app.  2  section  9(a)(2),  EPA  gives 
notice  of  the  establishment  of  the  EPA 
Border  Environmental  Plan  Public 
Advisory  Committee  (the  “Advisory 
Committee’’),  as  called  for  by  the 
recently-released  Integrated 
Environmental  Plan  for  the  Mexican- 
U.S.  Border  Area  (First  Stage,  1992-1994) 
(the  “Border  Plan’’).  After  consultation 
with  the  General  Services 


Administration,  EPA  has  determined 
that  this  action  is  necessary  and  in  the 
public  interest  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  duties  imposed  on  the 
Agency  by  law  and  its  responsibilities 
under  the  Border  Plan.  EPA  has  also 
determined  that  the  Advisory 
Committee  will  advise  the  Agency  in  its 
implementation  of  the  Border  Plan. 

EPA  is  also  requesting  nominations 
from  the  public  to  the  Advisory 
Committee.  The  Agency  intends  the 
membership  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
to  include  a  balanced  representation  of 
interested  persons  with  professional  and 
personal  qualifications  and  experience 
to  contribute  to  the  functions  of  the 
Advisory  Committee.  Accordingly, 
Advisory  Committee  membership  will 
be  drawn  from:  industry  and  business. 
Border  Area  community  leaders,  non¬ 
governmental  organizations  (including 
labor  groups),  local,  state,  national  and 
binational  environmental  agencies, 
academia  and  the  general  public. 
Residence  in  the  U.S.  portion  of  the 
Border  Area  is  desirable  but  not 
required. 

INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  SUBMISSION  OF 
NOMINATIONS  TO  EPA:  Any  member  of 
the  public  or  any  interested  organization 
may  submit  the  names  of  qualified 
persons  for  consideration  by  EPA  as 
potential  members  of  the  Advisory 
Committee.  These  nominees  should  be 
identified  by  name,  occupation, 
organizational  affiliation  (if  any), 
position  (if  any),  address,  and  telephone 
number.  All  nominees  will  be  requested 
to  submit  a  resume  of  their  back^und 
and  qualifications  and  other  relevant 
information  to  assist  EPA  in  forming  the 
Advisory  Committee. 

All  nominations  for  membership  on 
the  Advisory  Committee  should  be 
submitted  to:  Sylvia  Correa,  Office  of 
International  Activities,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (A- 
106),  401 M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460;  telephone:  (202)  260-4890;  telefax: 
(202)  260-8512  or  (202)  260-4470.  All 
nominations  must  be  received  by  EPA 
no  later  than  March  25, 1992. 

'The  Agency  will  not  formally 
acknowledge  or  respond  to  nominations. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  EPA 

Border  Environmental  Plan  Public 
Advisory  Committee  (the  “Advisory 
Committee’’)  will  draw  on  the  expertise 
of  its  members  and  other  sources  to 
provide  advice  and  make 
recommendations  to  the  EPA 
Administrator  on  environmental 
problems  and  issues  arising  in  the  U.S.- 
Mexico  Border  Area,  identified  as  a  100 
kilometer-wide  area  on  either  side  of  the 
U.S.-Mexico  border.  The  establishment 
of  the  Advisory  Committee  (and  the 
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acceptance  of  nominees  to  membership 
on  the  Advisory  Committee)  represents 
one  facet  of  EPA's  efforts  to  implement 
the  Integrated  Environmental  Plan  for 
the  Mexican-U.S.  Border  Area  (First 
Stage,  1992-1994)  (the  “Border  Plan") 
and.  generally,  to  expand  public 
involvement  in  Border  Area 
environmental  issues. 

It  is  anticipated  that  the  Committee 
will  serve  as  a  forum  for  the  exchange  of 
ideas  and  discussion  on  Border  Area 
environmental  problems.  Its  activities 
will  include  promoting  information  and 
technology  transfer  among  industry, 
nongovernmental  organizations,  local 
state,  national  and  binational 
environmental  agencies. 

The  Committee  will  fimction  solely  as 
an  advisory  body,  and  will  comply  fully 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act. 

The  Advisory  Committee  will  meet  at 
least  once  a  year.  Such  subcommittees 
as  the  Advisory  Committee  deems 
necessary  will  be  formed.  These 
subcommittees  will  hold  meetings  when 
the  Advisory  Committee  considers  it  to 
be  appropriate.  No  honoraria  or  salaries 
are  available  to  members  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  or  any  of  its 
subconunittees  that  may  be  formed. 
However,  compensation  for  travel  and 
expenses  incurred  in  connection  with 
attendance  at  meetings  and  other 
necessary  Advisory  Conunittee  business 
will  be  provided  upon  request 
The  initial  meeting  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  will  be  held  in  Santa  Fe, 

New  Mexico,  during  the  last  week  of 
June  1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Sylvia  Correa  at  the  above  address, 
telephone  or  telefax  numbers. 

Dated:  March  4, 1992. 

Sylvia  Correa, 

Mexico  Program  Manager,  Office  of 
International  Activities,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5588  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNG  CODE  6S60-50-M 

Integrated  Environmental  Plan  for  the 
Mexlcan-U.S.  Border  Area 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Availability  of  the 
Integrated  Environmental  Plan  for  the 
Mexican-U.S.  Border  Area  (First  Stage, 
1992-1994),  EPA  Summary  of  the  Border 
Plan,  and  Public  Comments  on  the 
Border  Plan. 

summary:  On  November  27, 1990,  in 
Monterrey,  Mexico,  U.S.  President 
George  Bush  and  Mexican  President 
Carolos  Salinas  de  Gortari  instructed 
the  environmental  agencies  of  both 
countries  to  design  an  integrated  plan  to 


solve  the  environmental  problems  along 
the  U.S.-Mexico  border.  It  was  the  intent 
of  both  Presidents  that  the  Integrated 
Environmental  Plan  for  the  Mexican- 
U.S.  Border  Area  (the  Border  Plan) 
involve  the  participation  of  the  relevant 
government,  business  and  academic 
institutions,  and  environmental 
organizations.  The  First  Stage,  1992- 
1994,  of  the  Border  Plan  has  undergone 
extensive  review  by  the  U.S. 

Government,  the  Mexican  Government, 
and  state  and  local  governments. 
Opportunity  for  comment  on  the  draft 
plan  has  been  given  to  the  U.S.  public, 
including  non-governmental 
organizations,  the  regulated  community, 
academic  institutions,  and  interested 
individuals.  EPA  and  SEDUE,  EPA’s 
Mexican  counterpart  agency,  have  now 
released  the  First  Stage,  1992-1994,  of 
the  Border  Plan. 

AVAILABILITY  OF  PLAN  AND  EPA 
SUMMARY:  Copies  of  the  following 
documents  are  available  to  the  public: 

(1)  the  English-language  text  of  the 
Integrated  Environmental  Plan  for  the 
Mexican-U.S.  Border  Area  (First  Stage, 
1992-1994);  and  (2)  a  summary  of  the 
Border  Plan  prepared  by  EPA.  Any 
member  of  the  public  wishing  to  obtain 
copies  of  these  documents  is  requested 
to  contact:  U.S.  EPA  Public  Information 
Center,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington 
DC  20460;  Telephone:  (202)  260-2080; 
Telefax:  (202)  260-7883  or  (202)  260-7884. 
AVAILABIUTY  OF  PUBUC  COMMENTS:  In 
September  1991,  EPA  held  a  series  of 
nine  public  hearings  in  the  Border  Area 
(Federal  Register  notices:  Wednesday, 
August  14, 1991  (56  FR  4(»24); 
Wednesday,  August  28, 1991  (56  FR 
42614);  and  Tuesday,  September  10, 1991 
(56  FR  46179).  Transcripts  of  these 
public  hearings  and  ail  written 
comments  received  by  EPA  are 
available  for  public  review  at  the 
following  EPA  library  locations  during 
the  hours  specified: 

EPA  Headquarters:  EPA  Library 
(INFOTERRA),  Room  Mall  2904, 401  M 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460. 
Telephone:  (202)  260-5917;  Telefax:  (202) 
260-7883  or  (202)  260-7884.  Library 
Hours:  8:30  a.m.-5  pjn. 

EPA  Region  6:  EPA  Library,  12th 
Floor,  1445  Ross  Avenue,  Dallas,  Texas 
75202.  Telephone:  (214)  655-6444; 
Telefax:  (214)  655-2146.  Library  Hours:  8 
a.m.-4:30  p.m.  Contact  Person:  Leticia 
Lane. 

EPA  Region  9:  EPA  Library,  13th 
Floor,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94105.  Telephone: 
(415)  744-1510.  Telefax:  (415)  744-1474. 
Library  Hours:  8:00  a.m.-5:00  p.m. 
Contact  Person:  Linda  Sunnen. 
ADDITIONAL  QUESTIONS:  All  other 
questions  concerning  the  Border  Plan 


should  be  directed  to:  Richard  Kiy, 
Special  Assistant  for  U.S./Mexico 
Border  Affairs,  Office  of  International 
Activities  (A-106),  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460;  Telephone:  (202) 
260-0791;  Telefax:  (202)  280-9653. 

Approved  by: 

Timothy  B.  Atkeson, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  International 
Activities,  U.S.  EPA. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5593  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUMQ  CODE  66«0-80-M 


[FRL-4113-6] 

Acid  Rain  Advisory  Committee; 
Subcommittee  on  Conservation 
Verification;  Open  Meeting 

summary:  In  August  of  1990,  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  gave 
notice  of  the  establishment  of  an  Acid 
Rain  Advisory  Committee  (ARAC) 
which  would  provide  advice  to  the 
Agency  on  issues  related  to  the 
development  and  implementation  of  the 
requirements  of  the  acid  deposition 
control  title  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990. 

At  its  December  3-4, 1991  meeting, 
ARAC  advised  the  establishment  of  a 
Subcommittee  on  Conservation 
VeriHcation  to  provide  advice  on  the 
development  of  conservation 
verification  protocols  for  electric  utility 
energy  conservation  programs  under 
Title  rV  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990.  The  protocols  will 
be  used  to  verify  energy  conservation 
and  renewable  energy  reserve 
allowances  imder  the  proposed 
allowance  system  rule  (40  CFR  73, 
subpart  F)  and  reduced  utilization 
provisions  under  the  proposed  permits 
rule  (40  CFR  72,  subpart  D). 

OPEN  MEETING  DATES  AND  ADDITIONAL 
information:  Notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  ARAC  Subcommittee  on 
Conservation  Verification  will  hold  its 
first  open  meeting  on  March  31  and 
April  1  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  at  the 
Double  Tree  Hotel,  300  Army  Navy 
Drive,  Crystal  City,  VA  (703)  892-4100. 
The  meeting  will  include  discussions  of 
the  likely  format,  length,  timing,  and 
data  requirements  for  the  development 
of  conservation  verification  protocols, 
as  well  as  an  outline  and  preferred 
approach  to  the  protocols  and 
alternatives. 

INSPECTION  OF  COMMITTEE  DOCUMENTS; 

All  documents  for  this  meeting, 
including  a  more  detailed  meeting 
agenda  will  be  publicly  available  in 
limited  numbers  at  the  meeting. 
Thereafter,  these  documents  be 
available  in  EPA  Air  Docket  Number  A- 
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90-39  in  room  1500  of  EPA  headquarters, 
401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC. 

Hours  of  inspection  are  9:30  a.m.  to  12 
noon  and  1:30  to  3:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Concerning  the  Subcommittee  on 
Conservation  Verihcation  and  its 
activities,  contact  Barry  Solomon  at 
(202)  26(M334. 

Dated:  March  3. 1992. 

Eileen  B.  Claussen, 

Director,  Office  of  Atmospheric  and  Indoor 
Air  Programs,  Office  of  Air  and  Radiation. 

(FR  Doc.  91-5590  Filed  3-9-91;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6S60-50-M 

[FRL-4114-1] 

Clean  Air  Act  Advisory  Committee; 
Special  Meeting 

summary:  On  November  8, 1990,  the 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  gave  notice  of  the  establishment 
of  a  Clean  Air  Act  Advisory  Committee 
(CAAAC)  (55  FR  No.  217,  46993).  This 
Committee  was  established  pursuant  to 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  app  I]  to  provide  advice  to  the 
Agency  on  policy  and  technical  issues 
related  to  the  development  and 
implementation  of  the  requirements  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1990. 
OPEN  MEETING  DATE:  Notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  Clean  Air  Act  Advisory 
Committee  will  hold  a  special  open 
meeting  on  March  31, 1992  from  10:30 
a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  at  the  j.W.  Marriott  Hotel, 
1313  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  Seating  will  be 
available  on  a  first  come,  first  served 
basis. 

The  meeting  is  in  support  of  the 
President’s  announcement  of  a  90-day 
federal  regulatory  review.  The  CAAAC 
will  discuss  the  Office  of  Air  and 
Radiation’s  regulatory  review  which  is 
intended  to  identify  opportunities  to 
foster  economic  growth  and  reduce  the 
regulatory  burden  without  adversely 
affecting  public  health  or  the 
environment.  Included  in  this  discussion 
will  be  a  summary  of  public  comments 
received  by  EPA  during  the  review 
period  preceding  this  meeting.  Following 
the  CAAAC  meeting,  EPA  officials  will 
remain  to  hear  comments  from  the 
public  regarding  issues  related  to  the  90- 
day  review  and  the  Committee’s 
discussion  of  them.  This  public  comment 
period  will  last  from  approximately  4 
p.m.  to  5  p.m. 

The  recommendations  of  the  CAAAC 
and  the  public  will  assist  in  selecting 
regulatory  referm  initiatives  that  could 
involve  the  modification  of  certain 
existing  regulations.  At  the  end  of  the 


go-day  period,  the  EPA  will  report  the 
results  of  the  review  to  the  President. 
INSPECTION  OF  COMMITTEE  DOCUMENTS: 
Documents  relating  to  the  above  noted 
topics  will  be  publicly  available  at  the 
meeting.  Thereafter,  these  documents, 
together  with  the  CAAAC  meeting 
minutes  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  EPA  Air  Docket  No.  A-90- 
39  in  room  1500  of  EPA  Headquarters 
401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC. 
Hours  of  inspection  are  8:30  a  m.  to  12 
noon  and  1:30  to  3:30  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Concerning 
this  special  meeting  of  the  CAAAC 
please  contact  Mr.  Paul  Rasmussen, 
Office  of  Air  and  Radiation,  US  EPA 
(202)  260-7430,  FAX  (202)  260-4185,  or 
by  mail  at  US  EPA,  Office  of  Program 
Management  Operations  (ANR-443), 
Office  of  Air  and  Radiation, 

Washington,  DC  20460. 

Dated:  March  4, 1992. 

Thomas  C.  Kieman, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Air 
and  Radiation. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5589  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6S60-50-M 

[FRL-4114-2] 

Science  Advisory  Board 

Environmental  Health  Committee; 

Open  Meeting 

Under  Public  Law  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Environmental  Health  Committee  of  the 
Science  Advisory  Board  will  be  held  on 
April  7-8, 1992  at  the  Bethesda  Holiday 
Inn,  8120  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Bethesda  MD 
20814.  The  hotel  telephone  number  is 
(301)  652-2000. 

The  meeting  will  start  at  9  a.m.  on 
April  7,  and  will  adjourn  no  later  than  5 
p.m.  April  8,  and  is  open  to  the  public. 
The  main  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
review  the  interim  Superfund  guidance 
for  site  health  risk  assessment  guidance 
prepared  by  the  Agency’s  Office  of  Solid 
Waste  and  Emergency  Response 
(OSWER).  The  Committee  will  also 
receive  briefings  from  the  Office  of 
Research  and  Development  on 
approaches  and  progress  on  its 
reassessment  of  dioxin  health  risk,  and 
from  OSWER  staff  on  methodologies  for 
estimating  population  risks  from 
hazardous  waste  sites  (i.e.,  methods  for 
making  preliminary  estimates  of  the 
number  of  people  potentially  at  risk 
from  uncontrolled  releases  from 
Superfund  sites,  and  the  risks  these 
populations  may  experience). 

'The  review  of  the  draft  Risk 
Assessment  Guidance  for  Superfund 


Human  Health  Evaluation  Manual 
(RAGS/HHEM),  on  April  8,  will  address 
four  major  issues:  (1)  Approaches  for 
estimating  the  reasonable  maximum 
exposure;  (2)  the  procedures  for  dealing 
with  risk  estimation  for  multiple 
chemical  exposures;  (3)  approaches  for 
setting  preliminary  remediation  goals; 
and  (4)  the  interim  methods  used  to 
determine  short-term  toxicity  values.  To 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  RAGS/HHEM,  or  to 
receive  specific  information  on  this 
topic,  please  contact  Mr.  James  Konz, 
Health  Scientist,  Toxics  Integration 
Branch.  OSWER  (OS  230),  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
St.,  SW.,  Washington  DC  20460.  Mr. 

Konz  may  be  called  at  (202)  260-9495. 
This  document  is  not  available  from  the 
Science  Advisory  Board. 

An  Agenda  for  the  meeting  is 
available  from  Mary  Winston,  Staff 
Secretary,  Science  Advisory  Board 
(AlOlF),  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Washington,  DC  20460  (202- 
260-6552).  Members  of  the  public 
desiring  additional  information  about 
the  conduct  of  the  meeting  should 
contact  Mr.  Samuel  Rondberg, 
Designated  Federal  Official, 
Environmental  Health  Committee,  by 
telephone  at  the  number  noted  above  or 
by  mail  to  the  Science  Advisory  Board 
(AlOlF),  U.S.  EPA,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460.  Anyone  wishing 
to  make  a  presentation  at  the  meeting 
should  forward  a  written  statement  (20 
copies)  to  Mr.  Rondberg  by  March  27, 
1992.  The  Science  Advisory  Board 
expects  that  the  public  statements 
presented  at  its  meetings  will  not  be 
repetitive  of  previously  submitted 
written  statements.  In  general,  each 
individual  or  group  making  an  oral 
presentation  will  be  limited  to  a  total 
time  of  ten  minutes. 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Donald  Bames, 

Staff  Director,  Science  Advisory  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5591  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  6560-S0-M 

[OPPTS-44582;  FRL-4051-7] 

TSCA  Chemical  Testing;  Receipt  of 
Test  Data 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  the 
receipt  of  test  data  on  2-ethylhexanol 
(CAS  No.  104-76-7),  submitted  pursuant 
to  a  final  test  rule  under  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA). 
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Publication  of  this  notice  is  in 
compliance  with  section  4(d)  of  TSCA. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
David  Kling,  Acting  Director, 
Environmental  Assistance  Division  (TS- 
799),  Office  of  Pollution  Prevention  and 
Toxics,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  rm.  E-543B,  401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460,  (202)  554-1404, 
TDD  (202)  554-0551. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
4(d)  of  TSCA  requires  EPA  to  publish  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  reporting 
the  receipt  of  test  data  submitted 
pursuant  to  test  rules  promulgated  under 
section  4(a)  within  15  days  after  it  is 
received. 

I.  Test  Data  Submissions 

Test  data  for  2-ethylhexanol  were 
submitted  by  the  Chemical 
Manufacturers  Association  on  behalf  of 
the  test  sponsors  and  pursuant  to  a  test 
rule  at  40  CFR  799.1645.  They  were 
received  by  EPA  on  February  11, 1992. 
The  submission  describes  the  oncogenic 
potential  of  2-ethylhexanol  in  rats  after 
administration  by  gavage  (aqueous 
emulsion)  for  18  months.  Health  effects 
testing  is  required  by  this  test  rule.  This 
chemical  is  used  as  an  intermediate  for 
the  production  of  ester  derivatives  of 
various  acids,  such  as  phthalic,  adipic, 
and  phosphoric  acid,  which  are  used  as 
plasticizers:  and  to  make  ethylhexyl 
aciy'late.  It  is  also  used  as  a  wetting 
agent  in  the  mercerization  of  cotton,  as  a 
defoamer  in  textile  printing,  as  a  solvent 
for  gums  and  resins,  as  a  solvent 
extractant,  and  as  a  miscellaneous 
chemical  intermediate. 

EPA  has  initiated  its  review  and 
evaluation  process  for  these  data 
submissions.  At  this  time,  the  Agency  is 
unable  to  provide  any  determination  as 
to  the  completeness  of  the  submissions. 

II.  Public  Record 

EPA  has  established  a  public  record 
for  this  TSCA  section  4(d)  receipt  of 
data  notice  (docket  number  OPPTS- 
44582).  This  record  includes  copies  of  all 
studies  reported  in  this  notice.  The 
record  is  available  for  inspection  from  8 
a.m.  to  12  noon,  and  1  p.m.  to  4  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  legal 
holidays,  in  the  TSCA  Public  Docket 
Office,  rm.  NE-G004,  401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

Authority:  15  U.S.C.  2603. 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 
lames  B.  Willis, 

Acting  Director,  Existing  Chemical 
Assessment  Division,  Office  of  Pollution 
Prevention  and  Toxics. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5592  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  eS60-SO-f 


Public  Information  Collection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  for  Review 

March  3, 1992. 

The  Federal  Communications 
Commission  has  submitted  the  following 
information  collection  requirements  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44 
U.S.C.  3507). 

Copies  of  these  submissions  may  be 
purchased  from  the  Commission’s  copy 
contractor.  Downtown  Copy  Center, 

1114  21st  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  (202)  452-1422.  For  further 
information  on  these  submissions 
contact  Judy  Boley,  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  (202)  632- 
7513.  Persons  wishing  to  comment  on 
these  information  collections  should 
contact  Jonas  Neihardt,  OfHce  of 
Management  and  Budget,  room  3235 
NEOB,  Washington,  DC  20503,  (202)  395- 
4814. 

OMB  Number:  3060-0450. 

Title:  Detariffing  the  Installations  and 
Maintenance  of  Inside  Wiring  Services; 
Reports  on  State  Regulatory  Activities 
(Third  Report  and  Order,  CC  Docket  No. 
7&-105). 

Action:  Revised  collection. 

Respondents:  Business  or  other  for- 
profit. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion 
reporting. 

Estimated  Annual  Burden:  68 
responses;  2  hours  average  burden  per 
response;  136  hours  total  annual  burden. 

Needs  and  Uses:  Certain  local 
exchange  carriers  (LECs)  are  required  to 
file  copies  of  any  state  statute,  rule, 
order  or  other  document  that  regulates, 
or  proposes  to  regulate,  the  prices  for 
inside  wiring  services.  The  attached 
Third  Report  and  Order  requires  that 
only  one  LEC  need  file  any  document 
that  applies  to  more  than  one  LEC 
having  annual  operating  revenues  of 
$100  million  or  more.  The  filing  LEC 
would  be  the  LEC  to  which  the 
document  applies  that  serves  the 
greatest  number  of  access  lines  within 
the  relevant  state.  The  information  to  be 
filed  by  the  LECs  will  be  used  by  the 
Commission  to  monitor  the  activities  of 
state  agencies  that  desire  to  impose 
price  regulation  for  inside  wiring 
services  provided  by  telephone 
companies.  The  information  is  required 
to  help  ensure  that  such  actions  do  not 
impede  federal  policies. 

OMB  Number:  3060-0361. 

Title:  Section  80.29,  Change  during 
license  term. 


Action:  Extension  of  a  currently 
approved  collection. 

Respondents:  Individuals  or 
households,  state  or  local  governments, 
non-profit  institutions,  businesses  or 
other  for-profit  (including  small 
businesses). 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion 
reporting. 

Estimated  Annual  Burden:  250 
responses;  1  hour  average  burden  per 
response;  250  hours  total  annual  burden. 

Needs  and  Uses:  The  reporting 
requirement  contained  in  this  rule 
section  is  necessary  to  comply  with 
section  303  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended.  When  the  name  or 
mailing  address  of  a  license  is  changed 
during  the  license  term,  the  FCC  must  be 
notified  in  order  that  the  license  files 
and  data  base  remain  accurate  as  to 
who  the  licensees  are  and  where  they 
can  be  located.  The  information  is  used 
by  FCC  personnel  to  update  the  coast 
and  ship  station  license  files  and  data 
base  concerning  the  concurrent  name 
and  address  of  licensees.  Information 
concerning  changes  in  names  of  vessels 
is  also  used  to  update  the  ITU  List  of 
Ship  Stations  which  is  used  by  ship 
stations  and  coast  stations  of  all 
nations.  If  this  data  were  not  collected 
the  station  license  files  and  data  base 
would  become  inaccurate  and  the  ability 
to  contact  licensees  would  deteriorate. 

OMB  Number:  3060-0362. 

Title:  Section  80.401,  Station 
documents  requirement. 

Action:  Extension  of  a  currently 
approved  collection. 

Respondents:  Individuals  or 
households,  state  or  local  governments, 
non-profit  institutions,  business  or  other 
for-profit  (including  small  businesses). 

Frequency  of  Response: 
Recordkeeping  requirement. 

Estimated  Annual  Burden:  10,208 
recordkeepers;  4.33  hours  average 
burden  per  recordkeeper;  44,200  hours 
total  annual  burden. 

Needs  and  Uses:  The  recordkeeping 
requirements  contained  in  this  rule 
section  are  necessary  to  implement  the 
documentation  requirements  for 
radiotelephone  equipped  vessels  and 
radiotelegraph  equipped  vessels 
contained  in  appendix  11  of  the 
international  Radio  Regulations  and 
insure  that  public  coast  radiotelephony 
and  radio  telegraph  stations  are 
properly  licensed  and  equipped  to  carry 
on  domestic  and  international  ship-to- 
shore  public  correspondence  service.  If 
this  documentation  were  not  available, 
enforcement  efforts  would  suffer,  treaty 
requirements  would  not  be  complied 
with,  and  efficiency  and  safety  of 
maritime  operations  could  deteriorate. 
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Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Dcmna  R.  Searcy, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5585  Filed  8-9-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  S712^1-« 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

JadcsonvIHe  Port  Authority  et  aU 
Agreements)  Filed 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
following  agreement(s]  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  each  agreement  at  the 
Washington,  DC  OfHce  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  room  10325.  Interested  parties  may 
submit  comments  on  each  agreement  to 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20573, 
within  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
Federal  Register  in  which  this  notice 
appears.  The  requirements  for 
comments  are  found  in  §  572.603  of  title 
46  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
Interested  persons  should  consult  this 
section  before  communicating  with  the 
Commission  regarding  a  pending 
agreement 

Agreement  No.:  224-200147-004. 

Title:  Jacksonville  Port  Authority/Sea- 
Land  Service,  Inc.  Terminal  Agreement. 

Parties: 

Jacksonville  Port  Authority  (“JPA”) 

Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.  (“Sea-Land”). 

Synopsis:  The  proposed  Agreement 
permits  Sea-Land  to  exercise  its  option 
on  the  use  of  a  ten  acre  parcel  in  five 
acre  segments,  either  singly  or  together, 
and  provides  for  JPA  to  upgrade 
facilities  available  to  Sea-Land  rather 
than  to  construct  a  new  warehouse 
facility. 

Agreement  No.:  224-200628. 

Title:  LA.  Cruise  Ship  Terminals, 
Inc./Costa  Cruise  Lines  Terminal  Use 
Agreement. 

Parties: 

L.A.  Cruise  Ship  Terminals,  Inc. 

(“LACST’J 

Costa  Cruise  Lines  (“CCL”). 

Synapsis:  This  Agreement,  filed 
March  2, 1992,  provides  that  LACST  will 
furnish  various  facilities  and  services  to 
CCL  for,  and  with  respect  to,  passenger 
vessels  owned  and  operated  by  CCL. 
The  facilities  being  furnished  are 
located  in  Los  Angeles  Harbor  (as 
described  in  Permit  Nos.  506  and  684). 

Dated:  March  4, 1992. 


By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5500  Filed  3-9-92;  &45  am] 
BlLUNa  CODE  6730-1-U 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Consumer  Advisory  Council;  Meeting 

The  Consumer  Advisory  Council  will 
meet  on  Thursday,  March  26.  The 
meeting,  which  will  be  open  to  public 
observation,  will  take  place  in  Terrace 
Room  E  of  the  Martin  Building.  The 
meeting  is  expected  to  begin  at  9  a.m. 
and  to  continue  until  4  p.m.,  with  a  lunch 
break  from  1  until  2  p.m.  The  Martin 
Building  is  located  on  C  Street, 
Northwest,  between  20th  and  21st 
Streets  in  Washington,  EHD. 

The  Council’s  function  is  to  advise  the 
Board  on  the  exercise  of  the  Board’s 
responsibilities  under  the  Consumer 
Credit  Protection  Act  and  on  other 
matters  on  which  the  Board  seeks  its 
advice.  Time  permitting,  the  Council  will 
discuss  the  following  tc^ics: 

Truth  in  Savings  Act.  Discussion  led 
by  the  Depository  and  Delivery  Systems 
Committee  on  issues  regarding  the 
Board’s  implementation  of  the  Truth  in 
Savings  Act,  which  requires  lenders  to 
disclose  to  consumers  interest  rates, 
yields  and  other  terms  on  various 
savings  instruments. 

Electronic  Benefits  Transfer 
Programs.  Discussion  led  by  the 
Depository  and  Delivery  Systems 
Committee  on  how  electronic  benefits 
transfer  programs  for  recipients  of 
public  assistance  should  be  treated 
under  the  Board’s  consumer  protection 
regulation  governing  electronic  fund 
transfers. 

Availability  of  Appraisal  Reports  to 
Mortgage  Applicants.  Discussion  of 
issues  regarding  the  Board’s 
implementation  of  recent  amendments 
to  the  Equal  Credit  Opportunity  Act  that 
give  mortgage  loan  applicants  the  right 
to  receive  fi^m  lenders  copies  of 
appraisal  reports  on  properties 
associated  with  their  loans. 

Home  Equity  Lending  Disclosures. 
Discussion  led  by  the  Consumer  Credit 
Committee  on  regulatory  provisions 
(currently  under  review  by  the  Board) 
on  how  lenders  must  disclose 
discounted  initial  rates  and  payment 
examples  for  home  equity  lines  of  credit 

Members  Forum.  Presentation  of 
individual  Council  members’  views 
relating  to  the  President’s  request  for  a 
review  of  existing  and  proposed 
regualtions,  designed  to  minimize 
unnecessary  burdens  and  foster 


economic  growth.  In  particular,  the 
Council  will  consider  the  regulatory 
burden  associated  with  the  Board’s 
consumer  financial  protection 
regulations  and  the  willingness  of 
consumers  to  “pay”  for  protections. 

Council  Member  Perspectives. 
Remarks  by  Council  members 
identifying  special  areas  of  importance 
and  concern  to  their  organizations 
regarding  the  provision  of  financial 
services  to  consumers  and  communities. 

Committee  Reports.  Reports  from 
Council  committees  on  their  work  and 
plans  for  1992. 

Other  matters  previously  considered 
by  the  Council  or  initiated  by  Council 
members  may  also  be  discussed. 

Persons  wishing  to  submit  to  the 
Council  their  views  regarding  any  of  the 
above  topics  may  do  so  by  sending 
written  statements  to  Ann  Marie  Bray, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Advisory  Council. 
Division  of  Consumer  and  Community 
Affairs.  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System.  Washington. 
DC  20551,  Comments  must  be  received 
no  later  than  close  of  business  Friday. 
March  20,  and  must  be  of  a  quality 
suitable  for  reproduction. 

Information  with  regard  to  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Bedelia 
Calhoun,  Staff  Specialist.  Consumer 
Advisory  Council  Division  of  Consumer 
and  Community  Affairs,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  DC  20551,  (202) 
452-2412.  Telecommunications  Device 
for  the  Deaf  (TDD)  users  may  contact 
Dorothea  Thompson,  (202)  452-3544. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  5, 1992. 

William  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5501  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
mUJNG  CODE  e201-01-M 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[Docket  C-3371] 

ExceH  Mortgage  Corporation; 
Prohibited  Trade  Practices,  and 
Affirmative  Corrective  Actions 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Consent  order. 

SUMMARY:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting 
unfair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order  requires,  among  other  things,  a 
New  Jersey  corporation  to  accurately 
calculate  and  disclose  the  annual 
percentage  rate,  finance  charge, 
payment  schedule  and  other  information 
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required  by  Regulation  Z.  The  order  also 
requires  respondent  to  make 
adjustments  to  the  accounts  of 
consumers  extended  an  adjustable  rate 
mortgage  on  or  after  January  1, 1987,  and 
before  January  1, 1990,  and  who  had  an 
open  loan  as  of  April  1, 1991,  to  whom  it 
disclosed  annual  percentage  rates 
(APRs)  that  were  miscalculated  by  more 
then  V*  of  one  percentage  point  below 
the  APR  determined  in  accordance  with 
Regulation  Z. 

DATES:  Compliant  and  Order  issued 
February  26, 1992.^ 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Carole  Reynolds,  FTC/S-4429, 
Washington,  DC  20580.  (202)  326-3230. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
Friday,  September  27, 1991,  there  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  56  FR 
49185,  a  proposed  consent  agreement 
with  analysis  In  the  Matter  of  Excell 
Mortgage  Corporation,  for  the  purpose 
of  soliciting  public  comment.  Interested 
parties  were  given  sixty  (60)  days  in 
which  to  submit  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
form  of  the  order. 

A  conunent  was  filed  and  considered 
by  the  Commission.  The  Commission 
has  ordered  the  issuance  of  the 
complaint  in  the  form  contemplated  by 
the  agreement,  made  its  jurisdictional 
Hndings  and  entered  an  order  to  cease 
and  desist,  as  set  forth  in  the  proposed 
consent  agreement,  in  disposition  of  this 
proceeding. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets  or 
apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  82  Stat. 
146. 147;  (12  CFR  part  226)  of  the  Truth  in 
Lending  Act;  Pub.  L.  90-321, 15  U.S.C.  45, 

1601,  et  seq.) 

Donald  S.  Clark, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5553  Filed  3-0-92;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  67S0-01-M 

[Docket  92411 

Tower  Loan  of  Mississippi,  Inc.; 
Prohibited  Trade  Practices  and 
Affirmative  Corrective  Actions 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Consent  order. 

SUMMARY:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting 
unfair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order  requires,  among  other  things,  the 
respondent  to:  accurately  disclose  the 
annual  percentage  rate,  Hnance  charge, 

‘  Copies  of  the  Complaint  and  the  Decision  and 
Order  are  available  from  the  Commission’s  Public 
Reference  Branch,  H-130, 6th  Street  &  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20580. 


and  amount  financed  in  accordance 
with  the  Truth  in  Lending  Act;  offer  its 
customers  an  opportunity  to  cancel  the 
credit  insurance  written  on  their  loans 
and  to  obtain  cash  refunds  or  credits  to 
their  accounts;  and  provide  future 
customers  with  a  separate  disclosure 
that  sets  out  the  costs  of  the  loan  with 
and  without  credit  insurance  and  that 
emphasizes  that  the  purchase  of  credit 
insurance  is  not  required  as  a  condition 
to  obtaining  a  loan. 

DATES:  Complaint  issued  June  27, 1990. 
Order  issued  February  10, 1992.^ 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sandra  Wilmore  or  Stephen  Cohen, 
FTC/S-4429.  Washington,  DC  20580. 

(202)  326-3169  or  326-3222. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
Wednesday,  November  13, 1991,  there 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register, 

56  FR  57656,  a  proposed  consent 
agreement  with  analysis  In  the  Matter  of 
Tower  Loan  of  Mississippi,  Inc.,  for  the 
purpose  of  soliciting  public  comment. 
Interested  parties  were  given  sixty  (60) 
days  in  which  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  regarding  the 
proposed  form  of  the  order. 

A  comment  was  filed  and  considered 
by  the  Commission.  The  Commission 
has  ordered  the  issuance  of  the 
complaint  in  the  form  contemplated  by 
the  agreement,  made  its  jurisdictional 
findings  and  entered  an  order  to  cease 
and  desist,  as  set  forth  in  the  proposed 
consent  agreement,  in  disposition  of  this 
proceeding. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets  or 
apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  82  Stat. 
146, 147;  (12  C.F.R.  226)  of  the  Truth  in 
Lending  Act;  Pub.  L  90-321, 15  U.S.C.  45, 

1601,  et  seq.) 

Donald  S.  Clark, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5554  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  67S0-01-M 


Disclosure  Requirements  and 
Prohibitions  Concerning  Franchising 
and  Business  Opportunity  Ventures 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Invitation  to  Comment  on 
Requested  Exemption  from  Trade 
Regulation  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  commission  is  requesting 
public  comment  with  respect  to  a 
request  from  Porsche  Cars  North 
America,  Inc.  for  an  exemption  from  the 
requirements  of  the  franchise  rule. 

‘  Copies  of  the  Complaint  and  the  Decision  and 
Order  are  available  form  the  Commission's  Public 
Reference  Branch.  H-130,  Oth  Street  ft  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20580. 


DATE:  Written  comments  will  be 
accepted  until  May  11, 1992. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  may  be  filed  in 
person  or  mailed  to:  Secretary,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  6th  &  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20580. 
Requests  for  copies  of  the  petition  and 
the  franchise  rule  should  be  directed  to 
the  Public  Reference  Branch,  room  130. 
(202)  326-2222. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA-nON  CONTACT: 

Elizabeth  Grant,  Attorney,  PC-H-238, 
Federal  Trade  Commission, 

Washington.  DC  20580  (202)  326^3299. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

December  21, 1978,  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  promulgated  a  trade 
regulation  rule  entitled  “Disclosure 
Requirements  and  Prohibitions 
Concerning  Franchising  and  Business 
Opportunity  Ventures”  (16  CFR  part  436) 
(“the  Rule").  In  general,  the  Rule 
provides  for  pre-sale  disclosure  to 
prospective  franchisees  of  important 
information  about  the  franchisor,  the 
franchise  business  and  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  franchise  relationship.  A 
summary  of  the  Rule  is  available  from 
the  FTC  Public  Reference  Branch,  room 
130,  upon  request. 

Section  18(g)  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act  provides  that  any 
person  or  class  of  persons  covered  by  a 
trade  regulation  rule  may  petition  the 
Commission  for  an  exemption  from  such 
rule,  and  if  the  Commission  finds  that 
the  application  of  such  rule  to  any 
person  or  class  of  persons  is  not 
necessary  to  prevent  the  unfair  or 
deceptive  act  or  practice  to  which  the 
rule  relates,  the  Commission  may 
exempt  such  person  or  class  from  all  or 
any  part  of  the  rule. 

Porsche  Cars  North  America,  Inc.,  a 
Delaware  corporation,  filed  a  petition 
for  exemption  pursuant  to  section  18(g) 
on  October  22, 1991.  Briefly  stated. 
Petitioner  alleges  that  an  exemption 
should  be  granted  to  Porsche  because: 
(1)  Porsche  dealers  will  be  extremely 
sophisticated  business  persons;  (2) 
Porsche  dealers  will  have  dual  or 
multiple  franchises  with  other 
automobile  companies  exempted  from 
the  rule:  (3)  prospective  dealers  and 
their  advisors  will  have  more  than 
adequate  time  to  review  the  dealer 
agreement  and  other  information;  (4) 
given  their  experience  and 
sophistication,  prospective  dealers  will 
be  well-acquainted  with  the  automobile 
industry  and  all  relevant  facts  about  the 
dealership;  (5)  dealer  associations  have 
supported  or  not  opposed  previous 
exemption  petitions;  and  (6)  failure  to 
grant  the  petition  would  place  Porsche 
Cars  NorUi  America,  Inc.  at  a 
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competitive  disadvantage  in  view  of  the 
other  exemptions  the  Commission  has 
granted. 

For  a  complete  presentation  of  the 
arguments  submitted  by  Petitioner, 
please  refer  to  the  full  text  of  the 
petition,  which  can  be  obtained  from  the 
FTC  Public  Reference  Branch,  room  130, 
upon  request. 

In  assessing  the  present  exemption 
request,  the  Commission  would  like 
comments  on  all  relevant  issues 
germane  to  the  proceeding,  including  the 
following;  (1)  Is  there  any  evidence  to 
indicate  that  Petitioner  may  engage  in 
unfair  or  deceptive  acts  or  practices  in 
the  offer  and  sale  of  motor  vehicle 
franchises?  (2)  If  not.  is  it  in  the  public 
interest  to  exempt  it  from  coverage 
under  the  Franchise  Rule? 

The  Commission  has  analyzed  the 
arguments  made  by  Petitioner  and 
concluded  that  further  inquiry  is 
warranted  before  a  determination 
regarding  the  petition  can  be  made.  The 
Conrmission,  ^erefore,  seeks  comment 
regarding  the  exemption  requested  by 
Petitioner. 

All  interested  parties  are  hereby 
notified  that  they  may  submit  written 
data,  views  or  arguments  on  any  issues 
of  fact  law  or  policy  that  may  have 
some  bearing  on  the  requested 
exemption,  whether  or  not  such  issues 
have  been  raised  by  the  petition  or  in 
this  notice.  Such  submissions  may  be 
made  for  sixty  days  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission. 

Comments  should  be  identlBed  as 
“Porsche  Franchise  Rule  Exemption 
Comment"  and  two  copies  should  be 
submitted,  if  possible. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Donald  S.  Clark, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  92-5555  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILIJNO  CODE  S7f0-01-4a 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Public  Health  Service,  Centers  for 
Disease  Control;  Statement  of 
Organization,  Functions,  and 
Deiegations  of  Authority 

Part  H,  Chapter  HC  (Centers  for 
Disease  Control)  of  the  Statement  of 
Organization.  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  (45  FR  67772-«7776,  dated 
October  14, 1980,  and  corrected  at  45  FR 
69296,  October  20, 1960,  as  amended 
most  recently  at  56  FR  32563  dated  July 
17, 1991]  is  amended  to  reflect  the 
following  changes  within  the 
International  Health  Program  Office:  (1) 


Revision  of  the  mission  statement  for 
the  International  Health  Program  Office, 
and  (2)  revision  of  the  functional 
statement  for  the  Office  of  the  Director. 

Section  HC-G,  Organization  and 
Functions,  is  hereby  amended  as 
follows; 

1.  Delete  in  its  entirely  the  functional 
statement  for  the  International  Health 
Program  Office  (HCG)  and  substitute 
the  following; 

Within  the  framework  of  the  overall 
mission  of  the  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  and  under  the  direction  of  the 
Assistant  Director  for  International 
Health,  contributes  to  the  establishment 
of  overall  organizational  policies  and 
goals  related  to  improvements  in 
international  health  through  the 
following  activities;  (1)  Provides 
consultation  to  and  participates  with 
other  nations,  other  U.S.  agencies,  and 
international  agencies  in  preventing  and 
controlling  diseases  and  environmental 
health  problems  and  developing  and 
applying  health  promotion  and  health 
education  activities;  (2)  in  cooperation 
with  Ministries  of  Health,  identifies  and 
develops  activities  where  CDC  provision 
of  technical  and  scientific  expertise  can 
be  used  for  maximiun  public  health 
benefit:  (3)  coordinates  the  provision  of 
CDC  expertise  and  resources  to 
developing  countries  to  help  them  build 
national  infrastructure  and  capacity  in 
disease  prevention  and  control;  (4) 
coordinates  and  conducts  applied 
research  addressing  key  technical  issues 
confronting  intervention  programs  in 
developing  countries;  assists  in 
developing  national  capacity  to  carry 
out  operational  research;  provides 
decisionmakers  with  scientifically 
sound,  cost-effective  research  results  to 
promote  appropriate  national  policy 
decisions  in  developing  countries;  (5) 
participates  in  disease  prevention  and 
control  programs  designed  to  decrease 
the  risk  of  disease  importation  into  the 
U.S.;  (6)  coordinates  requests  for 
international  assistance  for  natural  and 
man-made  disasters,  refugee  relief,  and 
epidemic  assistance;  (7)  coordinates 
bilateral  health  agreements  between 
CDC  and  foreign  governments;  (8) 
maintains  liaison  with  the  PHS  Office  of 
International  Health  and  other  agencies 
involved  in  international  health 
activities  such  as  USAID,  WHO,  PAHO, 
UNICEF,  the  World  Bank,  private 
voluntary  organizations,  and 
international  academic  institutions;  (9) 
receives  and  orients  foreign  visitors  to 
the  Centers  for  Disease  Control;  (10) 
manages  and  coordinates  internal 
efforts  to  increase  CDC's  institutional 
capacity  of  address  international  health 
issues;  (11)  manages  technical 
assistance  activities  where  the  CIOs 


have  no  clear  responsibility;  assists 
other  CIOs  with  administrative  and 
management  of  international  activities; 
(12)  in  carrying  out  the  above  functions, 
collaborates  with  the  Centers  and 
Offices  of  the  CDC. 

2.  Delete  in  its  entirety  the  functional 
statement  for  the  Office  of  the  Director 
(HCGl)  and  substitute  the  following: 

(1)  Manages,  directs,  and  coordinates 
the  activities  of  the  International  Health 
Program  Office  (IHPO);  (2)  provides 
leadership  in  developing  IHPO  policy, 
program  planning,  implementation,  and 
evaluation;  (3)  facilities  development  of 
international  activities  with  benefit  CDC 
programs  and  the  United  States;  (4) 
assists  other  nations  to  improve  their 
public  health  infrastructure;  (5)  takes  the 
lead  in  developing  initiatives  to  improve 
CDC's  and  IHPO’s  ability  to  conduct 
international  health  activities;  (6)  works 
with  other  government  agencies, 
international  organizations,  private 
voluntary  organizations,  and  academic 
institutions  engaged  in  international 
health  activities;  (7)  coordinates  CDC- 
wide  support  for  child  survival  activities 
fund  by  USAID,  WHO.  AND  UNICEF; 

(8)  provides  general  policy  direction  and 
guidance  to  the  office  of  Administrative 
Services  and  the  Information  Resources 
Management  Activity,  IHPO:  (9)  ensures 
scientific  and  technical  quality  of  IHPO 
programs;  (10)  advises  the  Assistant 
Director  for  International  Health  on 
policy  matters  concerning  IHPO 
activities  and  on  the  coordination  of 
CDC-wide  international  health 
activities. 

Dated:  February  29, 1992. 

Louis  W.  Sullivan, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  92-5546  Filed  3-9-02;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4160-18-M 


Agency  for  Health  Care  Policy  and 
Research 

Public  Meeting  on  the  Clinical  Practice 
Guideline  for  Tresbnent  of  Stage  Two 
and  Greater  Pressure  Ulcers 

The  Agency  for  Health  Care  Policy 
and  Research  (AHCPR)  announces  that 
a  public  meeting  will  be  held  on  the 
clinical  practice  guideline  for  treatment 
of  stage  two  and  greater  pressure  ulcers. 
The  guideline  will  address  the  most 
appropriate  and  effective  methods  of 
treatment  for  pressure  ulcers.  The 
guideline  is  under  development  by  a 
panel  of  experts  and  health  care 
consumers.  A  Notice  aimouncing  the 
development  of  the  first  seven  sets  of 
clinical  practice  guidelines  and  inviting 
written  comments  was  published  in  the 
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Federal  Register  on  August  28, 1990  (55 
FR  35185). 

In  addition  to  the  solicitation  of 
written  material  through  the  Federal 
Register,  a  series  of  public  meetings  is 
being  held  to  provide  an  opportunity  for 
interested  parties  to  contribute  relevant 
information  and  comments  concerning 
the  particular  guidelines  under 
development. 

A  public  meeting  to  address  the 
guideline  for  the  treatment  of  stage  two 
and  greater  pressure  ulcers  will  be  held 
on  April  9, 1992,  as  follows:  Thursday, 
April  9, 1992,  in  Washington,  DC,  8:30 
a.m.  to  11:30  a.m.,  Sheration  Washington 
Hotel,  2660  Woodley  Road  at 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20008,  Phone:  202-328-2000. 

Background 

The  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1989  (Pub.  L.  101-239)  enacted  on 
December  19, 1989,  added  a  new  Title  IX 
to  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (the 
Act)  (42  U.S.C.  290-299C-6).  which 
established  the  Agency  for  Health  Care 
Policy  and  Research  (AHCPR)  to 
enhance  the  quality,  appropriateness, 
and  effectiveness  of  health  care 
services,  and  access  to  such  services. 

Section  911  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  299b) 
established  within  AHCPR,  the  Office  of 
the  Forum  for  Quality  and  Effectiveness 
in  Health  Care  (the  Forum).  Through  this 
office,  AHCPR  is  arranging  for  the 
development  and  periodic  review  and 
updating  of  clinically  relevant  guidelines 
that  may  be  used  by  physicians, 
educators,  other  health  care 
practitioners,  and  consumers  to  assist  in 
determining  how  diseases,  disorders, 
and  other  health  conditions  can  most 
effectively  and  appropriately  be 
prevented,  diagnosed,  treated,  and 
managed  clinically. 

Section  912  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  299b- 
1(d))  provides  for  the  development  of 
initial  guidelines,  standards, 
performance  measures,  and  review 
criteria  that: 

1.  Account  for  a  significant  portion  of 
expenditures  under  the  Medicare 
program,  and  have  a  significant 
variation  in  the  frequency  or  the  type  of 
treatment  provided:  or 

2.  Otherwise  meet  the  needs  and 
priorities  of  the  Medicare  program. 

Section  914  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 

299b — 3(a))  identifies  factors  to  be 
considered  in  establishing  priorities  for 
guidelines,  including  the  extent  to  which 
the  guidelines  would: 

1.  Improve  methods  of  prevention, 
diagnosis,  treatment,  and  clinical 
management,  and  thereby  benefit  a 
significant  number  of  individuals; 

2.  Reduce  clinically  significant 
variations  among  clinicians  in  the 


particular  services  and  procedures 
utilized  in  making  diagnoses  and 
providing  treatments;  and 

3.  Reduce  clinically  significant 
variations  in  the  outcomes  of  health  care 
services  and  procedures. 

The  following  topics  were  selected  in 
1990  for  guidelines  development: 

1.  Management  of  Functional 
Impairment  Due  to  Cataract  in  the 
Adult. 

2.  Diagnosis  and  Treatment  of  Benign 
Prostatic  Hyperplasia. 

3.  Urinary  Incontinence  in  Adults. 

4.  Prediction,  Prevention,  and  Early 
Intervention  of  Pressure  Ulcers. 

5.  Sickle  Cell  Disease. 

6.  Acute  Pain  Management:  Operative 
or  Medical  Procedures  and  Trauma. 

7.  Diagnosis  and  Treatment  of 
Depressed  Outpatients  in  Primary 
Care  Settings. 

In  1991,  the  following  additonal  topics 
were  selected  for  guidelines 
development  by  panels  of  experts  and 
consumer  representatives  arranged  for 
by  AHCPR: 

1.  Management  of  Cancer-Related 
Pain. 

2.  Treatment  of  Stage  II  and  Greater 
Pressure  Ulcers. 

3.  HIV  Positive  Asymptomatic  Patient: 
Evaluation  and  Early  Intervention. 

4.  Low  Back  Problems. 

5.  Development  of  Quality 
Determinants  of  Mammography. 

6.  Screening  for  Alzheimer’s  and 
Related  Dementias. 

Also  in  1991,  three  topics  were 
selected  for  guidelines  development  by 
contractors,  with  assistance  from  panels 
of  experts  and  consumer 
representatives: 

1.  Otitis  Media  in  Children. 

2.  Diagnosis  and  Treatment  of  Heart 
Failure  Secondary  to  Coronary 
Vascular  Disease. 

3.  Post  Stroke  Rehabilitation. 

Responsibilities  of  the  expert  panels 

and  contractors,  assisted  by  contract 
panels,  include  determination  of  the 
scope  of  the  guidelines,  assessment  of 
the  available  scientific  evidence  and 
clinical  consensus,  and  conducting  peer 
review  of  drafts  of  the  guidelines. 

llius  far,  public  meetings  of  panels  to 
solicit  information  and  comments  from 
interested  parties  have  been  held  with 
respect  to  benign  prostatic  hyperplasia, 
depression,  management  of  post¬ 
operative  and  cancer  pain,  pressure 
ulcers  prevention,  urinary  incontinence, 
sickle  cell  disease,  and  cataracts. 

Arrangements  for  the  April  9  Public 
Meeting  on  Treatment  of  Stage  Two  and 
Greater  Pressure  Ulcers. 


Representatives  of  organizations  and 
other  individuals  are  invited  to  provide 
relevant  written  comments  and 
information  and  make  a  brief  (5  minutes 
or  less)  oral  statement  to  the  panel. 
Mikalix  and  Company  (M&C).  the 
organization  which  provides  logistical 
and  technical  support  to  the  panels,  is 
making  the  administrative  arrangements 
for  this  public  meeting  on  behalf  of  the 
panel.  Individuals  and  representatives 
who  would  like  to  attend  must  register 
with  M&C  at  the  address  set  out  ^low 
by  March  20, 1992,  and  indicate  whether 
they  plan  to  make  an  oral  statement. 
Those  wishing  to  make  oral  statements 
and  provide  written  comments  and 
information  should  also  submit  copies  of 
these  to  M&C  by  March  20.  If  more 
requests  to  make  oral  statements  are 
received  than  can  be  accommodated 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  11:30  a.m.  on 
April  9.  the  chairperson  will  allocate 
speaking  time  in  a  manner  which 
ensures,  to  the  extent  possible,  that  a 
range  of  views  of  health  care 
professionals  and  providers,  health  care 
consumers,  product  manufacturers,  and 
pharmaceutical  manufacturers,  is 
presented.  Those  who  cannot  be  granted 
their  requested  speaking  time  because  of 
time  constraints  can  be  assured  that 
their  written  comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  panel  in  developing 
the  guideline. 

Registration  should  be  made  with  and 
written  materials  submitted  to  the 
following  address:  Mikalix  and 
Company,  Attn:  Mary  Ann  Freshour,  404 
Wyman  Street,  suite  375,  Waltham. 
Massachusetts  02154-1210,  Phone:  617- 
290-0090,  Fax:  617-290-0180. 

Dated:  March  4, 1992. 

).  Jarrett  Clinton, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5506  Filed  3-0^2;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4160-SO-M 


Centers  for  Disease  Control 

Advisory  Committee  for  Energy 
Reiated  Epidemiologic  Research; 
Establishment 

Pursuant  to  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  appendix  2,  the 
Centers  for  Disease  Control  (CDC) 
announces  the  establishment  by  the 
Secretary  of  Health  and  Human  Services 
(HHS),  on  February  29, 1992,  of  the 
following  Federal  advisory  committee: 
designation:  Advisory  Committee  for 
Energy-Related  Epidemiologic  Research. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Secretary  of  Energy  established  an 
advisory  committee  to  make 
recommendations  on  strengthening  the 
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Department  of  Energy's  (DOE) 
epidemiologic  research  activities.  This 
distinguished  committee  recommended 
that  DOE  enter  into  a  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  (MOU)  with  HHS  to 
manage  and  conduct  analytic 
epidemiologic  research  (studies  which 
test  hypotheses).  The  Secretary  of 
Energy  agreed  with  the  Committee's 
recommendations  and  requested  that 
HHS  enter  into  an  MOU  for 
implementation.  The  MOU 
recommended  the  establishment  of  an 
Advisory  Committee  for  Energy-Related 
Epidemiologic  Research. 

PURPOSE:  The  Advisory  Committee  for 
Energy-Related  Epidemiologic  Research 
will  advise  and  make  recommendations 
to  the  Secretary,  HHS,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health,  the  Director,  CDC, 
and  the  Administrator,  Agency  for  Toxic 
Substances  and  Disease  Registry,  on 
establishment  of  a  research  agenda  and 
the  conduct  of  a  research  program 
pertaining  to  energy-related  analytic 
epidemiologic  stupes.  The  Committee 
will  take  into  consideration  information 
and  proposals  provided  by  DOE,  and 
advisory  committee  which  will  be 
established  by  DOE  under  the  guidelines 
of  the  MOU,  and  other  agencies  and 
organizations,  regarding  the  direction 
HHS  should  take  in  establishing  the 
research  agenda  and  in  the  development 
of  a  research  plan. 

Authority  for  this  committee  will 
expire  February  29, 1994,  unless  the 
Secretary  of  HHS,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Committee  Management 
Secretariat,  General  Services 
Administration,  formally  determines 
that  continuance  is  in  the  public  interest. 

Dated:  March  4, 1992. 

Elvin  Hilyer, 

Associate  Director  for  Policy  Coordination, 
Centers  for  Disease  Control. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5507  Filed  3-9-92;  B:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4160-1S-M 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  92F-0015] 

GE  Siiicones;  Fiiing  of  Food  Additive 
Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  armouncing 
that  GE  Silicones  has  filed  a  petition 
proposing  that  the  food  additive 
regulations  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  polyoxyethylene-grafted 
polydimethylsiloxane  as  a  flow-control 


agent  in  silicone  coatings  intended  for 
use  in  contact  with  food. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Helen  R.  Thorsheim,  Center  for  Food 
Safety  and  Applied  Nutrition  (HFF-335), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200  C  St. 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20204,  202-254- 
9511. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b)(5)  (21  U.S.C.  348(b)(5))), 
notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
2B4302)  has  been  filed  by  GE  Silicones, 
c/o  Hyman,  Phelps  and  McNamara,  1120 
G  St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20005.  The 
petition  proposes  to  amend  the  food 
additive  regulations  in  §  175.300 
Resinous  and  polymeric  coatings  (21 
CFR  175.300)  to  provide  for  the  safe  use 
of  polyoxyethylene-grafted 
polydimethylsiloxane  as  a  flow-control 
agent  in  silicone  coatings  intended  for 
use  in  contact  with  food. 

The  potential  environmental  impact  of 
this  action  is  being  reviewed.  If  the 
agency  finds  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  and 
this  petition  results  in  a  regulation,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  agency's 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  the 
evidence  supporting  that  finding  will  be 
published  with  the  regulation  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  25.40(c). 

Dated:  February  27, 1992. 

Fred  R.  Shank, 

Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and  Applied 
Nutrition. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5594  Filed  3-«-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4160-01-M 


[Docket  No.  92F-0055] 

Miles,  Inc.;  Filing  of  Food  Additive 
Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  announcing 
that  Miles,  Inc.,  has  filed  a  petition 
proposing  that  the  food  additive 
regulations  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  dimethyl  dicarbonate  as 
a  yeast  inhibitor  in  ready-to-drink  tea 
beverages. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Rosalie  M.  Angeles,  Center  for  Food 
Safety  and  Applied  Nutrition  (HFF-334), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200  C  St. 
SW„  Washington,  DC  20204,  202-254- 
9515. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b)(5)  (21  U.S.C.  348(b)(5))). 


notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
2A4310)  has  been  filed  by  Miles,  Inc., 
Mobay  Rd.,  Pittsburg,  PA  15205-9741. 
The  petition  proposes  to  amend  the  food 
additive  regulations  in  §  172.133 
Dimethyl  dicarbonate  (21  CFRF  172.133) 
to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  dimethyl 
dicarbonate  as  a  yeast  inhibitor  in 
ready-to-drink  tea  beverages. 

The  potential  environmental  impact  of 
this  action  is  being  reviewed.  If  the 
agency  finds  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  and 
this  petition  results  in  a  regulation,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  agency's 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  the 
evidence  supporting  that  finding  will  be 
published  with  the  regulation  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  25.40(c). 

Dated:  February  27, 1992. 

Fred  R.  Shank, 

Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and  Applied 
Nutrition. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5595  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4160-01-lt 


[Docket  No.  90P-01931 

Cottage  Cheese  Deviating  From 
Identity  Standard;  Extension  and 
Amendment  of  Temporary  Permit  for 
Market  Testing 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  announcing  the 
extension  and  amendment  of  a 
temporary  permit  issued  to  the  The 
Kroger  Co.,  to  market  test  a  product 
designated  as  “nonfat  cottage  cheese" 
the  deviates  from  the  U.S.  standards  of 
identity  for  cottage  cheese  (21  CFR 
133.128],  dry  curd  cottage  cheese  (21 
CFR  133.129],  and  lowfat  cottage  cheese 
(21  CFR  133.131).  These  actions  will 
allow  the  permit  holder  to  continue 
experimental  meirket  testing  of  the 
product  while  the  agency  takes  action 
on  a  petition  to  establish  a  new 
standard  of  identity  for  “nonfat  cottage 
cheese." 

DATES:  The  new  expiration  date  of  the 
permit  will  be  either  the  effective  date  of 
a  final  rule  which  may  result  from  the 
petition,  or  30  days  after  termination  of 
such  rulemaking. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Margaret  E.  Cole,  Center  for  Food  Safety 
and  Applied  Nutrition  (HFF-414),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC,  20204,  202-485-0343. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  21  CFR  130.17 
concerning  temporary  permits  to 
facilitate  market  testing  of  foods 
deviating  from  the  requirements  of  the 
standards  of  identity  promulgated  under 
section  401  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  341),  a 
temporary  permit  was  issued  to  The 
Kroger  Co.,  1014  Vine  St.,  Cincinnati, 

OH  45202-1100,  to  market  test  a  product 
designated  as  “nonfat  cottage  cheese” 
that  deviates  from  the  U.S.  standards  of 
identity  for  cottage  cheese  (21  CFR 
133.128],  dry  curd  cottage  cheese  (21 
CFR  133.129),  and  lowfat  cottage  cheese 
(21  CFR  133.131).  Notice  of  issuance  of 
the  temporary  permit  to  The  Kroger  Co., 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  9, 1990  (55  FR  32473).  The 
temporary  permit  was  amended  August 
23, 1991  (56  FR  41850)  to  include 
additional  container  sizes  and  to  change 
the  milkfat  cohtent  of  the  test  product  to 
less  than  0.4  percent. 

The  Kroger  Co.  has  requested  that  the 
temporary  permit  be  extended  so  that 
the  market  test  period  can  continue 
while  agency  action  on  a  petition  to 
establish  a  new  standard  of  identity  for 
“nonfat  cottage  cheese”  proceeds.  The 
permit  holder  also  requested  that  their 
existing  temporary  permit  be  amended 
as  follows:  (1)  to  provide  for  market 
testing  of  4,535,147  kilograms  (kg) 
(10,000,000  pounds  (lb))  of  the  test 
product  in  1992  and  5,442,177  kg 
(12,000,000  lb)  in  1993  and  (2)  to  include 
a  425-gram  (15-ounce)  container  size  of 
nonfat  cottage  cheese  not  specified  in 
the  firm’s  previous  temporary  marketing 
permit  (August  9, 1990,  55  FR  32473),  as 
amended  (August  23, 1991,  56  FR  41850). 

The  Kroger  Co.,  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  130.17(i),  submitted  a  petition  from 
the  Milk  Industry  Foundation  (MIF)  to 
establish  a  new  standard  of  identity  for 
“nonfat  cottage  cheese”  at  the  same 
time  the  application  for  an  extension 
and  amendment  was  submitted.  FDA  is 
inviting  interested  persons  to  participate 
in  the  market  test  under  the  conditions 
that  apply  to  The  Kroger  Co.,  including 
the  labeling  requirements  and  the 
amounts  of  test  product  to  be 
distributed,  except  that  the  designated 
area  of  distribution  shall  not  apply. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  participate 
in  the  extended  market  test  must  motify, 
in  writing,  the  Acting  Director,  Division 
of  Food  Chemistry  and  Technology 
(HFF-410),  Center  for  Food  Safety  and 
Applied  Nutrition,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204.  The  notification 
must  include  the  amount  of  test  product 
to  be  distributed,  the  area  of 
distribution,  and  the  labeling  that  will 


be  used  for  the  test  product  (i.e.,  a  label 
for  each  size  of  container  and  each 
brand  of  product  to  be  test  marketed). 

Therefore,  under  the  provision  of  21 
CFR  130.17(i),  FDA  is  extending  the 
expiration  date  of  the  permit  so  that  the 
permit  expires  either  on  the  effective 
date  of  a  Hnal  rule  which  may  result 
from  the  petition,  or  30  days  after 
termination  of  such  relemaking.  Ail 
other  conditions  and  terms  of  this  permit 
remain  the  same. 

Dated:  February  24, 1992. 

Fred  R.  Shank, 

Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and  Applied 
Nutrition. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5514  Filed  3-9-92:  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4t80-01-M 


[Docket  No.  92G-0008] 

Opta  Food  Ingredients,  Inc.;  Filing  of 
Petition  for  Affirmation  of  GRAS 
Status 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  announcing 
that  the  law  offices  of  Patton,  Boggs  & 
Blow,  on  behalf  of  Opta  Food 
Ingredients,  Inc.,  have  filed  a  petition 
(GRASP  2G0386)  proposing  that  4- 
hexylresorcinol  be  affirmed  as  generally 
recognized  as  safe  (GRAS)  as  a  direct 
human  food  ingredient  for  the 
prevention  of  melanosis  in  shrimp. 
DATES:  Written  comments  by  May  11, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  written  comments 
to  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  rm.  1-23, 12420 
Parklawn  Dr.,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Nega  Bern,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and 
Applied  Nutrition  (HFF-334),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-254-9519. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  201(s),  409  (21  U.S.C.  321(s), 
348))  and  the  regulations  for  affirmation 
of  GRAS  status  in  §  170.35  (21  CFR 
170.35),  notice  is  given  that  the  law 
offices  of  Patton,  Boggs  &  Blow,  on 
behalf  of  Opta  Food  Ingredients,  Inc., 
have  filed  a  petition  (GRASP  2G0386) 
proposing  that  4-hexylresorcinol  be 
affirmed  as  GRAS  as  a  direct  human 
food  ingredient  for  the  prevention  of 
melanosis  in  shrimp.  The  petition  has 
been  placed  on  display  at  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (address  above). 


Any  petition  that  meets  the 
requirements  outlined  in  §§  170.30  and 
170.35  (21  CFR  170.30  and  170.35)  is  filed 
by  the  agency.  There  is  no  prefiling 
review  of  the  adequacy  of  data  to 
support  a  GRAS  conclusion.  Thus,  the 
filing  of  a  petition  for  GRAS  affirmation 
should  not  be  interpreted  as  a 
preliminary  indication  of  suitability  for 
GRAS  affirmation. 

The  potential  environmental  impact  of 
this  action  is  being  reviewed.  If  the 
agency  finds  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  and 
this  petition  results  in  a  regulation,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  agency’s 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  the 
evidence  supporting  that  finding  will  be 
published  with  the  regulation  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  25.40(c). 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
May  11, 1992,  review  the  petition  and/or 
file  comments  (two  copies,  identified 
with  the  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document)  with  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (address  above). 
Comments  should  include  any  available 
information  that  would  be  helpful  in 
determining  whether  the  substance  is,  or 
is  not,  GRAS  for  the  proposed  use.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  and  received 
comments  may  be  seen  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  between  9  a.m.  and 
4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  February  27, 1992. 

Fred  R.  Shank, 

Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and  Applied 
Nutrition. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5512  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4160-01-H 


[Docket  No.  91E-0491] 

Determination  of  Regulatory  Review 
Period  for  Purposes  of  Patent 
Extension;  Pravachol® 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  has  determined 
the  regulatory  review  period  for 
Pravachol*  and  is  publishing  this  notice 
of  that  determination  as  required  by 
law.  FDA  has  made  the  determination 
because  of  the  submission  of  an 
application  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Patents  and  Trademarks,  Department  of 
Commerce,  for  the  extension  of  a  patent 
which  claims  that  human  drug  product. 
ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  and 
petitions  should  be  directed  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (HFA- 
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305),  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  rm. 
1-23, 12420  Parklawn  Dr.,  Rockville.  MD 
20857. 

FOf)  FURTMCR  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joel  Sparics,  Office  of  Health  AHairs 
(HFY-20),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville.  MD  20857,  301-443-1382. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  Drug 
Price  Competition  and  Patent  Term 
Restoration  Act  of  1984  (Pub.  L  98-417) 
and  the  Generic  Animal  Drug  and  Patent 
Term  Restoration  Act  (Pub.  L  100-670) 
generally  provide  that  a  patent  may  be 
extended  for  a  period  of  up  to  5  years  so 
long  as  the  patented  item  (human  drug 
product,  animal  drug  product,  medical 
device,  food  additive,  or  color  additive) 
was  subject  to  regulatory  review  by 
FDA  before  the  item  was  marketed. 
Under  these  acts,  a  product's  regulatory 
review  period  forms  the  basis  for 
determining  the  amount  of  extension  an 
applicant  may  receive. 

A  regulatory  review  period  consists  of 
two  periods  of  time:  a  testing  phase  and 
an  approval  phase.  For  human  drug 
products,  the  testing  phase  begins  when 
the  exemption  to  permit  the  clinical 
investigations  of  the  drug  becomes 
effective  and  runs  until  the  approval 
phase  begins.  The  approval  phase  starts 
with  the  initial  submission  of  an 
application  to  market  the  human  drug 
product  and  continues  until  FDA  grants 
permission  to  maiicet  the  drug  pn^uct. 
Although  only  a  portion  of  a  regulatory 
review  period  may  count  toward  the 
actual  amount  of  extension  that  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents  and 
Trademarks  may  award  (for  example, 
half  the  testing  phase  must  be 
subtracted  as  well  as  any  time  that  may 
have  occurred  before  the  patent  was 
issued),  FDA’s  determination  of  the 
length  of  a  regulatory  review  period  for 
a  human  drug  product  will  include  all  of 
the  testing  phase  and  approval  phase  as 
specified  in  35  U.S.C.  156(g)(1)(B). 

FDA  recently  approved  for  marketing 
the  human  drug  pr^uct  Pravachol*. 
Pravachol*  (pravastatin  sodium)  is 
indicated  as  an  adjunct  to  diet  for  the 
reduction  of  elevated  total  and  LDL- 
cholesterol  levels  in  patients  with 
primary  hypercholesterolemia  when  the 
response  to  a  diet  restricted  in  saturated 
fat  cholesterol  has  not  been  adequate. 
Subsequent  to  this  approval,  the  Patent 
and  Trademark  Office  received  a  patent 
term  restoration  application  for 
Pravachol®  (U.S.  Patent  No.  4,346,227) 
from  E.  R.  Squibb  &  Sons,  Inc.,  and  the 
Patent  and  Trademark  Office  requested 
FDA’s  assistance  in  determining  this 
patent’s  eligibility  for  patent  term 
restoration.  FDA,  in  a  letter  dated 
December  20, 1991,  advised  the  Patent 


and  Trademark  Office  that  this  human 
drug  product  had  undergone  a 
regulatory  review  period  and  that  the 
apiMxival  of  Prava^ol*  represented  the 
first  commercial  marketing  of  the 
product  Shortly  thereafter,  the  Patent 
and  Trademark  Office  requested  that 
FDA  determine  the  product’s  regulatory 
review  period. 

FDA  has  determined  that  the 
applicable  regulatory  review  period  for 
Pravachol*  is  2,189  days.  Of  this  time. 
1,040  days  occurred  during  the  testing 
phase  of  the  regulatory  review  period, 
while  1,149  days  occurred  during  the 
approval  phase.  These  periods  of  time 
were  derived  from  the  following  dates: 

1.  The  Date  an  Exemption  Under  Section 
505(i)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  Became  Effective 

November  2, 1985.  FDA  has  verified 
the  applicant’s  claim  that  the  date  the 
investigational  new  drug  application 
(IND)  became  effective  was  November 
2. 1985. 

2.  The  Date  the  Application  Was 
Initially  Submitted  With  Respect  to  the 
Human  Drug  Product  Under  Section 
505(b)  of  the  Federai  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act 

January  31, 1989.  The  applicant  claims 
September  7, 1988,  as  the  date  the  new 
drug  application  (NDA 19-898)  was 
filed.  However,  FDA  records  indicate 
that  the  NDA  application  submitted  on 
September  7, 1988,  was  incomplete.  FDA 
refused  this  application  and  notified  the 
applicant  of  this  fact  by  letter  dated 
November  1, 1988.  The  completed  NDA 
was  then  submitted  on  January  31, 1989. 

3.  The  Date  the  Application  Was 
Approved 

October  31, 1991.  FDA  has  verified  the 
applicant’s  claim  that  NDA  19-898  was 
approved  on  October  31, 1991. 

"This  determination  of  the  regulatory 
review  period  establishes  the  maximum 
potential  length  of  a  patent  extension. 
However,  the  U.S.  Patent  and 
Trademark  Office  applies  several 
statutory  limitations  in  its  calculations 
of  the  actual  period  for  patent  extension. 
In  its  application  for  patent  extension, 
this  applicant  seeks  1,671  days  of  patent 
term  extension. 

Anyone  with  knowledge  that  any  of 
the  dates  as  published  is  incorrect  may. 
on  or  before  May  11, 1992,  submit  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (address 
above)  written  comments  and  ask  for  a 
redetermination.  Furthermore,  any 
interested  person  may  petition  FDA,  on 
or  before  ^ptember  8, 1992,  for  a 
determinatimi  regarding  whether  the 
applicimt  for  extension  acted  with  due 
diligence  during  the  regulatory  review 


period.  To  meet  its  burden,  the  petition 
must  contain  sufficient  facts  to  merit  an 
FDA  investigation.  (See  H.  Rept.  857, 
Part  1,  98th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  pp.  41-42, 
1984.)  Petitions  should  be  in  the  format 
specified  in  21 CFR  10.30. 

Comments  and  petitions  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Dockets  Management 
Branch  (address  above)  in  three  copies 
(except  that  individuals  may  submit 
single  copies)  and  identified  with  the 
docket  number  found  in  brackets  in  the 
heading  of  this  document.  Comments 
and  petitions  may  be  seen  in  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  between  9 
a.m.  and  4  p.m..  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  3, 1992. 

Stuart  L.  Nightingale, 

Associate  Commissioner  for  Health  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5596  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4160-01-M 


[Docket  No.  91N-0291] 

Order  for  Transitional  Class  III 
Devices;  Submission  off  Safety  and 
Effectiveness  Information  Under 
Section  520(1K5)(A)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act; 
Reopening  of  the  Reporting  Period 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
HHS. 

action:  Notice;  reopening  of  reporting 
period. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  reopening  to 
March  31, 1992,  the  reporting  period  for 
manufacturers  of  transitional  class  Hi 
devices  to  submit  a  summary  of,  and  a 
citation  to,  any  information  known  or 
otherwise  available  to  the 
manufacturers  respecting  the  devices, 
including  adverse  safety  or  effectiveness 
information,  which  has  not  been 
submitted  under  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(the  act).  FDA  is  taking  this  action  in 
response  to  numerous  inquiries 
concerning  requirements  of  the  order. 

DATES:  Summaries  and  citations  must  be 
submitted  by  March  31, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Summaries  and  citations  to 
the  Document  Mail  Center  (HFZ-401), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Center 
for  Devices  and  Radiological  Health, 
1390  Piccard  Dr.,  Rockville,  MD  20850. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Charles  H.  Kyper,  Center  for  Devices 
and  Radiological  Health  (HF2^-400), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  1390 
Piccard  Dr.,  Rockville,  MD  20850,  301- 
427-1186. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

The  Safe  Medical  Devices  Act  of  1990 
(the  SMDA)  (Pub.  L.  101-629)  amended 
the  act  to  include  section  520(1)(5)(A) 
which  states  that  before  December  1, 
1991,  the  Secretary  of  Health  and 
Human  Services  shall  by  order  require 
manufacturers  of  transitional  class  III 
devices  to  submit  a  summary  of,  and 
citation  to,  any  information  known  or 
otherwise  available  to  the 
manufacturers  respecting  the  devices, 
including  adverse  safety  or  effectiveness 
information  which  has  not  been 
submitted  under  section  519  of  the  act. 
This  order  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  November  14, 1991  (56  FR 
57960).  It  is  the  first  step  in  the  process 
of  determining  the  appropriate 
classification  of  transitional  class  III 
devices  under  the  SMDA.  Final  rules, 
preceded  by  proposed  rules  with 
opportunity  to  comment,  are  to  be 
published  before  December  1, 1992, 
either  reclassifying  each  transitional 
class  III  device  or  retaining  it  in  class  III. 
This  deadline  may  be  extended  by  an 
appropriate  Federal  Register  notice  for 
an  additional  period  not  to  exceed  1 
year. 

Manufacturers  were  given  until 
January  13, 1992  to  submit  the 
information  required  under  the  order. 
Many  transitional  class  III  device 
manufacturers  have  not  complied  with 
this  reporting  requirment  for  various 
reasons.  Numerous  inquiries  received  by 
the  agency  indicated  that  firms  were 
uncertain  as  to  what  information  is 
required  or  whether  the  order  applied  to 
their  devices.  In  many  instances,  these 
Hrms  had  only  recently  become  aware 
of  the  order.  Because  of  these 
misunderstanding,  FDA  is  distributing 
letters  to  all  premarket  approval 
application  (PMA)  holders  to  clarify  the 
reporting  provisions  and  to  advise  them 
that  the  deadline  for  submitting  the 
required  information  has  been  extended 
to  March  16, 1992.  This  notice  further 
extends  the  reporting  period  to  March 
31, 1992. 

II.  Submission  of  Required  Information 

All  summaries  and  citations  must  be 
submitted  to  the  Document  Mail  Center 
(address  above),  by  March  31, 1992.  The 
PMA  reference  number,  if  any,  and  the 
device  trade  name  must  be  clearly 
identitied.  FDA  requests  that  persons 
submitting  information  state  in  the  letter 
that  the  submission  is  in  response  to  the 
November  14, 1991  Federal  Register 
order  on  transistional  class  III  devices, 
so  that  the  submission  will  not  be 
confused  with  other  PMA  submissions. 
One  copy  of  each  submission  is 
su^icient. 


Dated:  March  4, 1992. 

Michael  R.  Taylor, 

Deputy  Commissioner  for  Policy. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5513  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUINQ  CODE  4160-01'M 


Social  Security  Administration 

Social  Security  Acquiescence  Ruling 

agency:  Social  Security  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling. 


In  the  matter  of  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling  92-3(4) — Branham  v. 
Heckler,  775  F.2d  1271  (4th  Cir.  1985);  Flowers 
v.  U.S.  Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  904  F.2d  211  (4th  Cir.  1990)— What 
Constitutes  a  Significant  Work-related 
Limitation  of  Function. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  20  CFR 
422.406(b)(2)  published  January  11, 1990 
(55  FR  1012),  the  Commissioner  of  Social 
Security  gives  notice  of  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling  92-3(4). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  10, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ethel  B.  Hill,  Esq.,  Litigation  Staff,  Social 
Security  Administration,  6401  Security 
Blvd.,  Baltimore,  MD  21235,  (410)  966- 
5044. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Although 
not  required  to  do  so  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)(1)  and  (a)(2),  we  are 
publishing  this  Social  Security 
Acquiescence  Ruling  in  accordance  with 
20  CFR  422.406(b)(2). 

A  Social  Security  Acquiescence 
Ruling  explains  how  we  will  apply  a 
holding  in  a  decision  of  a  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  that  we  determine 
conflicts  with  our  interpretation  of  a 
provision  of  the  Social  Security  Act  or 
regulations  when  the  Government  has 
decided  not  to  seek  further  review  of 
that  decision  or  is  imsuccessful  on 
further  review. 

We  will  apply  the  holding  of  the  Court 
of  Appeals  decision  as  explained  in  this 
Social  Security  Acquiescence  Ruling  to 
claims  at  all  levels  of  administrative 
adjudication  within  the  Fourth  Circuit. 
This  Social  Security  Acquiescence 
Ruling  will  apply  to  all  determinations 
and  decisions  made  on  or  after  March 
10, 1992.  If  we  made  a  determination  or 
decision  on  your  application  for  benefits 
between  November  4, 1985,  the  date  of 
the  Court  of  Appeals’  decision  and 
March  10, 1992,  the  effective  date  of  this 
Social  Security  Acquiescence  Ruling, 
you  may  request  application  of  the 
Social  Security  Acquiescence  Ruling  to 
your  claim  if  you  first  demonstrate, 
pursuant  to  20  CFR  404.985(b)  or 
416.1485(b],  that  application  of  the 


Ruling  could  change  our  prior 
determination  or  decision. 

If  this  Social  Security  Acquiescence 
Ruling  is  later  rescinded  as  obsolete,  we 
will  publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  to  that  effect  as  provided  for  in 
20  CFR  404.985(e),  or  416.1485(e).  If  we 
decide  to  relitigate  the  issue  covered  by 
this  Social  Security  Acquiescence  Ruling 
as  provided  for  by  20  CFR  404.985(c]  or 
416.1485(c),  we  will  publish  a  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  stating  that  we  will 
apply  our  interpretation  of  the  Act  or 
regulations  involved  and  explaining  why 
we  have  decided  to  relitigate  the  issue. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  Nos.  93.802  Social  Security — 
Disability  Insurance;  93.803  Social  ^curity — 
Retirement  Insurance;  93.805  Social 
Seciuity — Survivor’s  Insurance;  93.806— 
Special  BeneBts  for  Disabled  Coal  Miners; 
93.807 — Supplemental  Security  Income) 

Dated:  August  19, 1991. 

Gwendolyn  S.  King, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Acquiescence  Ruling  92-3(4) 

Branham  v.  Heckler,  775  F.2d  1271 
(4th  Cir.1985);  Flowers  v.  U.S. 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  904  F.2d  211  (4th  Cir.  1990)— 
What  constitutes  a  significant  work- 
related  limitation  of  function. 

Issue 

Whether  a  claimant  for  disability 
insurance  benefits  or  for  supplemental 
security  income  benefits  based  on 
disability  who  cannot  perform  his  or  her 
past  relevant  work  has  per  se 
established  the  significant  work-related 
limitation  of  function  requirement  of 
Regulations  20  CFR  subpart  P,  appendix 
1,  section  12.05C. 

Statute/Regulation/Ruling  Citation 

Sections  223(d)(2)(A)  and  1614(a)(3)(B) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
423(d)(2)(A)  and  1382c(a)(3)(B):  20  CFR, 
subpart  P,  appendix  1,  section  12.05C. 

Circuit 

Fourth  (Maryland,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia) 
Branham  v.  Heckler,  775  F.2d  1271  (4th 
Cir.  1985)  Flowers  v.  U.S.  Dept,  of 
H.H.S.,  904  F.2d  211  (4th  Cir.  1990). 

Applicability  of  Ruling 

This  ruling  applies  to  determinations 
or  decisions  at  all  administrative  levels 
(i.e.,  initial,  reconsideration, 
administrative  law  judge  hearings  and 
Appeals  Councill. 
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Description  of  Case 

Branham 

The  planitiff,  Larry  R.  Branham,  filed 
his  claim  for  disability  beneBts 
following  a  work-related  injury 
allegedly  sustained  in  October  1979,  for 
which  he  received  Worker’s 
Compensation  benefits.  Mr.  Branham  . 
claimed  great  back,  hip,  and  neck  pain 
associated  with  the  injury;  and  he  also 
complained  of  chest  pain,  disorientation, 
and  bronchitis.  The  plaintiff  had  also 
been  diagnosed  as  having  a  generalized 
anxiety  disorder.  He  was  taking 
medication  for  all  of  his  ailments. 

Mr.  Branham’s  claim  for  disability 
benefits  was  denied  initially  and  on 
reconsideration.  After  a  hearing,  the  ALj. 
found  that  although  the  plaintiff  could 
not  return  to  his  past  relevant  work,  he 
had  the  ability  to  engage  in  light  woric 
and  thus  was  not  disabled.  The  ALJ 
therefore  denied  his  request  for  benefits 
and  the  Appeals  Council  upheld  the 
denial. 

Upon  review  by  the  district  court,  the 
plaintiff  submitted  and  the  court 
accepted  additional  evidence  of  his 
emotional  problems  and  vocational 
abilities,  including  the  results  of  a  test 
indicating  an  IQ  of  63.  The  court 
remanded  the  case  for  further 
proceedings. 

On  remand,  a  second  ALJ  heard  the 
plaintiffs  claim  and  granted  Mr. 
Branham  benefits  under  section  12.05C  ^ 
of  Appendix  1  of  20  CFR,  subpart  P.  The 
ALJ  found  that  Mr.  Branham’s  IQ  fit 
within  this  section,  but  referring  to  the 
finding  of  the  Hrst  ALJ,  held  that  the 
plaintiff's  physical  problems  held  no 
significant  work-related  limitation  of 
function  since  Mr.  Branham  had  the 
ability  to  do  light  woric.  The  second  ALJ 
did  ffncL  however,  that  Mr.  Branham’s 
psychotic  disorder,  agoraphobia, 
significantly  limited  his  ability  to  work 
and  was  a  mental  impairment  within 
section  12.05C.  The  ALJ  consequently 
decided  that  the  plaintiff  was  disabled 
as  of  January  15, 1983,  the  date  the  ALJ 
found  the  plaintiffs  agoraphobia  began. 
The  Appeals  Council  adopted  the 
decision  of  the  second  ALJ,  awarding 
benefits  on  the  basis  of  the  plaintiff’s  IQ 
and  mental  impairment. 

On  review,  the  district  court  modiffed 
the  Secretary's  decision,  changing  the 
onset  date  of  the  plaintiffs  disability 
from  January  15, 1983  to  December  17, 
1982,  the  date  the  claimant  took  his  first 
IQ  test.  The  court  found  that  Mr. 

'  12.05  Mental  Retardation.  As  manifeated  by.  C. 
A  valid  verbal,  performance  or  full  scale  IQ  of  SO  to 
60  inclusive  and  a  physical  or  other  mental 
impairment  imposing  addiUonal  and  significani 
Hork-related  limitation  of  function. 


Branham  satisfied  the  physical 
impairment  requirement  of  section 
12.05C  on  account  of  the  1979  back 
injury  which  led  to  the  termination  of 
his  employment  and  said  that  the 
claimant’s  inability  to  perform  his  past 
relevant  work  as  a  laborer  constituted  a 
significant  work-related  limitation  of 
function.  Mr.  Branham  appealed  the 
onset  date  of  disability  set  by  the 
district  court  alleging  that  he  met  the  IQ 
requirement  of  section  12.05C  prior  to 
the  time  that  he  took  his  first  IQ  test. 

The  Court  of  Appeals  held  that  the 
plaintiffs  inability  to  do  his  past 
relevant  work  established  the  significant 
work-related  limitation  of  function 
required  by  the  regulation  and 
determined  the  onset  of  disability  to  be 
October  1979,  the  date  of  the  injury  to 
Mr.  Branham’s  back. 

The  court  stated  that  the  significant 
work-related  limitation  of  function 
specified  in  section  12.05C  need  not  be 
disabling  in  and  of  itself,  reasoning  that 
if  the  claimant’s  physical  impairment 
were  required  to  be  independently 
disabling,  section  12.05C  would  be 
rendered  meaningless.  The  court 
afffrmed  the  finding  of  the  lower  court 
that  the  plaintiffs  back  impairment  was 
a  signiffcant  work-related  limitation  of 
function  and  remanded  the  case  for  an 
award  of  beneffts.  The  court  cited  for 
support  an  earlier  decision.  Rainey  v. 
Heckler,  770  F.2d  408  (4th  Cir.  1985). 

Flowers 

The  plaintiff,  Stroun  A.  Flowers,  Jr., 
was  bom  August  4. 1944.  He  completed 
the  seventh  grade.  From  1970  to  1971,  he 
worked  as  a  flag  man  for  a  construction 
company  and  for  the  next  seven  years 
was  a  timberjack  driver.  He  had  not 
worked  since  July  15, 1978.  Mr.  Flowers 
filed  a  claim  for  supplemental  security 
income  payments.  He  alleged  that  he 
was  disabled  due  to  seizures  arid  a  hip 
problem  and  that  he  met  the 
requirements  of  section  12.05C.  The 
plaintiff  had  a  Verbal  IQ  of  66  and  a  Full 
Scale  score  of  68.  Following  the  denial 
of  his  claim  at  the  initial  and 
reconsideration  levels,  the  plaintiff 
requested  and  received  a  hearing  before 
an  ALJ.  The  ALJ  agreed  that  the  plaintiff 
met  the  first  part  of  Listing  12.05C,  i.e., 
he  had  an  IQ  between  60  and  69;  but  he 
found  that  the  plaintiffs  seizure  disorder 
did  not  satisfy  the  “significant  work- 
related  limitation  of  fimction"  element. 
The  ALJ  also  found  that  the  plaintiff’s 
low  IQ  and  seizure  disorder  did  not 
prevent  him  from  performing  his  former 
work  and,  therefore,  denied  the 
plaintiffs  request  for  Supplemental 
Security  Income.  The  denial  was  upheld 
by  the  district  court 


Holding 

The  Court  of  Appeals  held  that  the 
ALJ’s  finding  that  the  plaintiffs  seizure 
disorder  did  not  prevent  him  from 
performing  his  former  work  was  not 
supported  by  substantial  evidence.  In  its 
holding,  the  Court  of  Appeals  stated  that 
it  was  following  the  Fourth  Circuit  rule 
announced  in  Branham  that  if  a 
claimant  cannot  return  to  his  past 
relevant  work,  he  has  established  a 
work-related  limitation  of  function 
which  meets  the  requirement  of  section 
12.05C.  Accordingly,  the  court  vacated 
the  decision  of  the  district  court  and 
remanded  the  case  for  an  award  of 
benefits. 

Statement  as  to  How  Branham  and 
Flowers  Differ  From  Soda)  Security 
Policy 

At  issue  in  Branham  and  in  Flowers  is 
the  meaning  of  the  term  “significant 
work-related  limitation  of  function",  as 
contained  in  section  12.05C.  What 
constitutes  a  significant  work-related 
limitation  of  function  is  not  defined  in 
the  Secretary’s  regulations.  Agency 
policy  is  that  the  adjudicator  in  each 
case  decides  whether  an  impairment 
constitutes  a  significant  work-related 
limitation  of  function  based  on  all 
evidence,  including  the  requirements  of 
a  claimant’s  past  work.  The  fact  that  a 
claimant  has  an  IQ  between  60  and  69 
and  is  unable  to  perform  his  or  her  past 
relevant  work  may  or  may  not  mean 
that  the  claimant  is  disabled.  It  depends 
upon  the  facts  of  the  particular  case.  In 
the  Fourth  Circuit,  the  rule  has  evolved 
that  an  inability  to  do  one’s  past 
relevant  work  meets  the  significant 
work-related  limitation  of  function 
requirement  of  section  12.05C  of  the 
regulations. 

Explanation  of  How  SSA  Will  Apply 
Branham  and  Flowers  Within  the  Fourth 
Circuit 

This  ruling  applies  only  where  the 
claimant  resides  in  Maryland,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Virginia  or 
West  Virginia  at  the  time  of  the 
determination  or  decision  at  any  level  of 
administrative  review,  i.e.,  initial, 
reconsideration,  administrative  law 
judge  hearing  or  Appeals  Council 
review. 

A  claimant  who  has  a  valid  verbal, 
performance,  or  full  scale  IQ  of  60  to  69 
inclusive  and  also  has  a  physical  or 
other  mental  impairment  which  prevents 
him  or  her  from  performing  his  or  her 
past  relevant  work  will  be  considered  to 
have  established  the  requirements  of 
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section  12.05C  of  the  Listing  of 
Impairments. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5531  Filed  3-9-92: 8:45  am] 
WLUNO  COOE  4190-2S-H 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

[Docket  No.  D-92-979] 

Redelegation  of  Authority 

agency:  Office  of  the  Regional 
Administrator — Regional  Housing 
Commissioner,  HUD  Boston  Regional 
Office. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  redelegation  of 
authority. 

summary:  This  Notice  redelegates  to  the 
Regional  Director  of  Housing  for  the 
Boston  Regional  Office  and  the  Field 
Office  Managers  in  Region  I  the 
authority  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner  and  the  General  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing — 
Deputy  Federal  Housing  Commissioner 
to  approve  plans  of  action  submitted  by 
owners,  pursuant  to  24  CFR  part  248, 
which  implements  the  Emergency  Low 
Income  Housing  Preservation  Act,  title  II 
of  the  Housing  and  Community 
Development  Act  of  1987  (the  “1987 
Act"),  and  the  Low  Income  Housing 
Preservation  and  Resident 
Homeownership  Act  of  1990,  title  VI  of 
the  National  Affordable  Housing  Act 
(the  “1990  Act"). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  20, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Kenneth  H.  Salk,  Acting  Regional 
Director  of  Housing,  Boston  Regional 
Office,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Thomas  P.  O’Neill 
Jr.  Federal  Building,  10  Causeway  Street, 
Boston,  Massachusetts,  02222-1092, 
telephone  (617)  565-5128  [This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  1987 
Act  and  the  1990  Act  require  owners  of 
eligible  low  income  housing  who  intend 
to  prepay  the  mortgage,  terminate  the 
mortgage  insurance  contract,  accept 
incentives  in  exchange  for  extending  the 
low  income  affordability  restrictions,  or 
transfer  the  project  to  a  qualified 
purchaser,  to  submit  a  plan  of  action 
providing  for  such  prepayment, 
termination,  extension,  or  transfer. 
Section  225  of  the  1987  Act  and  sections 
218,  222,  and  226  of  the  1990  Act  provide 
the  Secretary  with  the  authority  to 
approve  plans  of  action  subject  to  the 
criteria  set  forth  therein.  "The  authority 
to  approve  plans  of  action  also  includes 
the  incidental  authority  to  issue  notice 
of  deficiency  letters,  preliminary 


approvals  of  plans  of  action,  and  final 
approvals  of  plans  of  action.  The 
authority  to  approve  plans  of  action, 
however,  does  not  include  the  authority 
to  issue  final  approval  of  plans  of  action 
prior  to  receipt  of  confirmation  of 
assignment  of  subsidy  funds,  where 
such  fimds  are  part  of  the  plan  of  action. 

Under  a  delegation  of  authority 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at  54 
FR  22033  on  May  22, 1989,  the  Secretary 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
delegated  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner  and  the  General  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing — 
Deputy  Federal  Housing  Commissioner 
“the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  with 
respect  to  the  multifamily  programs  and 
functions,”  including  but  not  limited  to 
the  implementation  of  title  II  of  the 
National  Housing  Act.  This  delegation  of 
authority  encompassed  the  authority  to 
approve  plans  of  action  pursuant  to  the 
1987  Act  and  the  1990  Act. 

Under  a  redelegation  of  authority 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at  56 
FR  33763  on  July  23, 1991,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-Federal  Housing 
Commissioner  and  the  General  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing-Deputy 
Federal  Housing  Commissioner 
redelegated  the  authority,  as  set  forth  in 
title  II  of  the  1987  Act  and  title  VI  of  the 
1990  Act,  to  approve  plana  of  action, 
submitted  by  owners  of  eligible  low 
income  housing  who  intend  to  prepay 
the  mortgage,  terminate  the  mortgage 
insurance  contract,  accept  incentives  in 
exchange  for  extending  die  low  income 
affordability  restrictions,  or  transfer  the 
project  to  a  qualified  purchaser,  to 
Regional  Administrators.  'That 
redelegation  provided  that  Regional 
Administrators  may,  at  their  option, 
redelegate  this  authority  to  Field  Office 
Managers  or,  in  the  case  of  combined 
regional  and  field  offices.  Regional 
Administrators  may  redelegate  this 
authority  to  Regional  Directors  of 
Housing. 

Authority  Redelegated 

In  accordance  with  the  redelegation 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at  56 
FR  33763  on  July  23, 1991, 1,  as  Regional 
Administrator,  hereby  redelegate  to  the 
Regional  Director  of  Housing  and  to 
Field  Office  Managers  the  authority,  as 
set  forth  in  title  II  of  the  1987  Housing 
Commissioner  and  title  VI  of  the  1990 
Act,  to  approve  plans  of  action  within 
their  areas  of  jurisdiction,  submitted  by 
owners  of  eligible  low  income  housing 
who  intend  to  prepay  the  mortgage, 
terminate  the  mortgage  insurance 
contract,  accept  incentives  in  exchange 
for  extending  the  low  income 


affordability  restrictions,  or  transfer  the 
project  to  a  qualified  purchaser.  This 
delegation  of  authority  to  approve  plans 
of  action  includes  the  incidental 
authority  to  issue  notice  of  deficiency 
letters,  preliminary  approvals  of  plans  of 
action,  and  final  approvals  of  plans  of 
action.  The  authority  to  approve  plans 
of  action,  however,  does  not  include  the 
authority  to  issue  final  approval  of  plans 
of  action  prior  to  receipt  of  confirmation 
of  assignment  of  subsidy  funds,  where 
such  funds  are  part  of  the  plan  of  action. 

Authority:  Sec.  7(d),  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
3S35(d)). 

Dated:  February  20, 1992. 

John  A.  Mastropietro, 

Regional  Administrator,  Regional  Housing 
Commissioner. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5492  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4210-01-M 


Office  of  Administration 

(Docket  No.  N-92-3408] 

Submission  of  Proposed  Information 
Collection  to  0MB 

agency:  Office  of  Administration,  HUD. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  The  proposed  information 
collection  requirement  described  below 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  for 
review,  as  required  by  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act.  The  Department  is 
soliciting  public  comments  on  the 
subject  proposal. 

addresses:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  comments  regarding 
this  proposal.  Comments  should  refer  to 
the  proposal  by  name  and  should  be 
sent  to:  Jennifer  Main,  OMB  Desk 
Officer,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  New  Executive  Office  Building. 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
David  S.  Cristy.  Reports  Management 
Officer,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development.  451  7th  Street, 
Southwest,  Washington,  DC  20410, 
telephone  (202)  708-0050.  This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.  Copies  of  the  proposed 
forms  and  other  available  documents 
submitted  to  OMB  may  be  obtained 
from  Mr.  Cristy. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Department  has  submitted  the  proposal 
for  the  collection  of  information,  as 
described  below,  to  OMB  for  review,  as 
required  by  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

The  Notice  lists  the  following 
information:  (1)  The  title  of  the 
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information  collection  proposal;  (2)  the 
office  of  the  agency  to  collect  the 
information;  (3)  the  description  of  the 
need  for  the  information  and  its 
proposed  use;  (4)  the  agency  form 
number  if  applicable;  (5)  what  members 
of  the  public  will  be  affected  by  the 
proposal;  (6)  how  frequently  information 
submissions  will  be  required;  (7)  an 
estimate  of  the  total  number  of  hours 
needed  to  prepare  the  information 
submission  including  number  of 
respondents,  frequency  of  response,  and 
hours  of  response;  (8)  whether  the 
proposal  is  new  or  an  extension, 
reinstatement,  or  revision  of  an 
information  collection  requirement;  and 


(9]  the  names  and  telephone  numbers  of 
any  agency  official  familiar  with  the 
proposal  and  of  the  0MB  Desk  Officer 
for  the  Department. 

Authority:  Section  3507  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act,  44  U.S.C.  3507;  section  7(d)  of 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act,  42  U.S.C.  3535(d). 

Dated:  February  27, 1992. 

Kay  F.  Weaver, 

Acting  Director,  Information  Resources 
Management  Policy  and  Management 
Division. 

Proposal:  Low-Income  Public 
Housing — ^Project-Based  Accounting 
(FR-3088). 


Office:  Public  and  Indian  Housing. 

Description  of  the  Need  for  the 
Information  and  its  Proposed  Use:  The 
purpose  of  the  information  collection  is 
to  implement  the  requirements  for 
Project-Based  Accounting  directed  by 
section  502(c]  of  the  National  Affordable 
Housing  Act  of  1990.  Public  Housing 
Agencies  certifies  to  HUD  that  it 
maintains  a  Project-Based  Accounting 
System  in  accordance  with  §  990.320. 

Form  Number:  None. 

Respondents:  Non-Profit  Institutions. 

Frequency  of  Submission:  One-time 
CertiHcation. 

Reporting  Burden: 


Number  of 
respondents  ^ 

FrequerK:y 

of 

response 

Hours  per  _ 
response 

Burden 

hours 

Certification . 

.  784 

1 

1 

784 

Recordkeeping . 

.  784 

1 

.25 

198 

Total  Estimated  Burden  Hours:  980. 
Status:.  New. 

Contact:  John  Comerford,  HUD,  (202) 
708-1872,  Jennifer  Main,  OMB,  (202)  395- 
6880. 

Date:  February  27, 1992. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5493  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 

MLLINQ  CODE  4210-«1-M 


[Docket  No.  N-92-3407] 

Submission  of  Proposed  information 
Coiiection  to  OMB 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  proposed  information 
collection  requirement  described  below 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  for 
review,  as  required  by  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  The  Department  is 
soliciting  public  comments  on  the 
subject  proposal. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  comments  regarding 
this  proposal.  Comments  should  refer  to 
the  proposal  by  name  and  should  be 
sent  to:  Jennifer  Main,  OMB  Desk 
Officer,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  New  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington  DC  20503. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kay  F.  Weaver,  Reports  Management 
Officer,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  451  7th  Street, 
Southwest,  Washington,  DC  20410, 
telephone  (202)  708-0050.  This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.  Copies  of  the  proposed 
forms  and  other  available  documents 
submitted  to  OMB  may  be  obtained 
fttim  Ms.  Weaver. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  has  submitted  the  proposal 
for  the  collection  of  information,  as 
described  below,  to  OMB  for  review,  as 
required  by  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

The  Notice  lists  the  following 
information:  (1)  The  title  of  the 
information  collection  proposal;  (2)  the 
office  of  the  agency  to  collect  the 
information;  (3)  the  description  of  the 
need  for  the  information  and  its 
proposed  use;  (4)  the  agency  form 
number,  if  applicable;  (5)  what  members 
of  the  public  will  be  affected  by  the 
proposal;  (6)  how  frequently  information 
submissions  will  be  required;  (7)  an 
estimate  of  the  total  number  of  hours 
needed  to  prepare  the  information 
submission  including  number  of 
respondents,  frequency  of  response,  and 
hours  of  response;  (8)  whether  the 
proposal  is  new  or  an  extension,  rein 
statement,  or  revision  of  an  information 
collection  requirement;  and  (9)  the 


names  and  telephone  numbers  of  an 
agency  official  familiar  with  the 
proposal  and  to  the  OMB  Desk  Officer 
for  the  Department. 

Authority:  Section  3507  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act.  44  U.S.C.  3507;  section  7(d)  of 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act,  42  U.S.C.  3535(d). 

Dated:  February  28, 1992. 

John  T.  Murphy, 

Director.  Information  Resources, 
Management  Policy  and  Management 
Division. 

Proposal:  Performance  Funding 
System:  Formal  Review  Process  (FR- 
3024) 

Office:  Public  and  Indian  Housing. 

Description  of  the  need  for  the 
information  and  its  proposed  use:  This 
information  is  used  by  Public  Housing 
Agencies  for  inclusion  in  budget 
submissions  which  are  reviewed  and 
approved  by  Field  Offices  as  the  basis 
for  obligating  operating  subsidies.  This 
information  is  necessary  in  order  to 
calculate  the  eligibility  for  operating 
subsidies  under  the  Performance 
Funding  System  regulations  as  amended 
by  the  Proposed  Rule. 

Form  Number.  None. 

Respondents:  State  or  Local 
Governments. 

Frequency  of  Submission:  One-time. 

Reporting  Burden: 
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Number  of  „ 
respondents  ^ 

Frequency 
of  resporrse  ^ 

Hours  per  ^ 
response 

Burden 

hours 

Irrformation  collection _ 

RAA 

1 

4 

3.472 

Total  Estimated  Burden  Hours:  3,472. 
Status:  New. 

Contact:  John  T.  Comerford,  HUD, 
(202)  708-1872;  Jennifer  Main,  OMB, 

(202)  395-6880. 

Dated:  February  28, 1992. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5494  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4210-01-M 

Office  of  Adminstration 

[Docket  No.  N-92-3406] 

Submission  of  Proposed  information 
Coiiections  to  OMB 

agency:  Office  of  Adminstration,  HUD. 
action:  Notices. 

summary:  The  proposed  information 
collection  requirements  described  below 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  for 
review,  as  required  by  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act.  The  Department  is 
soliciting  public  comment  on  the  subject 
proposals. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  comment  regarding 
these  proposals.  Comments  should  refer 
to  the  proposal  by  name  and  should  be 
sent  to:  Jennifer  Main,  OMB  Desk 
Officer,  OfHce  of  Management  and 
Budget,  New  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  S.  Cristy,  Reports  Management 
Officer,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  451  7th  Street, 
Southwest,  Washington,  DC  20410, 
telephone  (202)  708-0050.  This  is  not  a 
toll-fi-ee  number.  Copies  of  the  proposed 
forms  and  other  available  documents 
submitted  to  OMB  may  be  obtained 
from  Mr.  Cristy. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Department  has  submitted  the  proposals 
fo  the  collections  of  information,  as 
described  below,  to  OMB  for  review,  as 
required  by  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

The  Notices  list  the  following 
information  (1)  The  title  of  the 
information  collection  proposal;  (2)  the 
ofiice  of  the  agency  to  collect  the 
information;  (3)  the  description  of  the 
need  for  the  information  and  its 
proposed  use;  (4)  the  agency  form 
number,  if  applicable;  (5)  what  members 
of  the  public  will  be  affected  by  the 
proposal;  (6)  how  frequently  information 
submissions  will  be  required;  (7)  an 
estimate  of  the  total  number  of  hours 
needed  to  prepare  the  information 
submission  including  number  of 
respondents,  frequency  of  response,  and 
hours  of  response;  (8)  whether  the 
proposal  is  new  or  an  extension, 
reinstatement,  or  revision  of  an 
information  collection  requirement;  and 
(9)  the  names  and  telephone  numbers  of 


an  agency  official  familiar  with  the 
proposal  and  of  the  OMB  Desk  Officer 
for  the  Department. 

authority:  Section  3507  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act,  44  U.S.C 
3507;  section  7(d)  of  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act, 

42  U.S.C.  3535(d). 

Dated:  February  28, 1992. 

John  T.  Murphy, 

Director,  Information  Resources, 

Management  Policy  and  Management 
Division. 

Proposal:  Single  Family  Mortgage 
Insurance  Premium  Remittance 
Summary. 

Office:  Housing. 

Description  of  the  need  for  the 
information  and  its  proposed  use:  This 
information  is  used  to  ensure 
compliance  on  the  part  of  the  Mortgagee 
and  to  ensure  that  HUD  receives  all 
income  due.  Without  the  forms.  HUD 
could  not  ensure  compliance  nor  ensure 
that  all  income  due  the  Government  is 
being  remitted. 

Form  Number:  HUD-2748  and  HUD- 
2752. 

Respondents:  Businesses  or  Other  For- 
Profit  and  Small  Businesses  or 
Organizations. 

Frequency  of  submission:  Monthly 
and  Recordkeeping 

Reporting  Burden: 


Number  of 
resporvtonts  * 

Frequency 
of  response 

Hours  per  ^ 

resporise  * 

Burden 

hours 

HUD-2748 . 

.  8.000 

12 

.5 

48,000 

HUD-2752 . . . 

8*000 

12 

.65 

72.000 

Recordkeeping . 

.  8^000 

1 

3 

24,000 

Total  estimated  burden  hours:  144,000. 
Status:  Extension. 

Contact-  Kathleen  D.  Trygstad,  HUD, 
(202)  708-1858;  Jennifer  Main,  OMB, 

(202)  395-6880. 

Date:  February  28. 1992. 


Proposal:  Statement  and  Voucher  for 
Basic  Annual  Contributions — Leased 
Housing. 

Office:  Public  and  Indian  Housing. 

Description  of  the  need  for  the 
information  and  its  proposed  use:  Form 
HUD-52981  provides  essential 
information  on  the  operations  for  Public 
Housing  Agencies  which  is  used  for 


multiple  purposes  by  HUD,  including 
identification  of  debts  owed  to  the 
Department 

Form  Number:  HUD-52981. 

Respondents:  State  or  Local 
Governments  and  Non-Profit 
Institutions. 

Frequency  of  Submission:  Annually. 

Reporting  burden: 


Number  of  Frequency  „  Hours  per  ^  Burden 

respondents  *  of  response  resporise  hours 


Information  cdtecton. 


230 


1 


.88 


202 
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Total  Estimated  Burden  Hours;  202. 
Status:  Reinstatement 
Contact:  John  T.  Comerford,  HUD 
(202)  708-1872,  Jennifer  Main.  OMB  (202) 
395-6889. 

Date:  February  28, 1992. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5495  Filed  3-9-92  8:45  am] 

BtLUNG  CODE  4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
tNV-930-08-4333-11:  NV5-91-411 

Nevada;  Temporary  Closure  of  Certain 
Public  Land  in  the  Las  Vegas  District 
for  Management  of  the  1992  Running 
of  the  HDRA  “Nissan  400”  Off- 
Highway  Vehicle  (OHV)  Race 

February  27, 1992. 

ACTION:  Temporary  closure  of  certain 
Public  Lands  in  the  Clark,  County, 
Nevada,  on  and  adjacent  to  the  1992 
“NISSAN  400"  race  course  on  March  14, 
1992.  Access  will  be  limited  to  race 
ofHcials,  entrants,  law-enforcement  and 
emergency  personnel,  licensed 
permittee(sj  and  right-of-way  grantees. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Certain 
public  lands  in  the  Las  Vegas  District, 
Clark  County,  Nevada  will  be 
temporarily  closed  to  public  access  from 
1800  hours,  March  13, 1992,  to  2359 
hours,  March  14, 1992,  to  protect 
persons,  property,  and  public  land 
resources  on  and  adjacent  to  the  1992 
"NISSAN  400"  OHV  race  course.  The 
Las  Vegas  District  Manager  is  the 
authorized  officer  for  the  1992  “NISSAN 
400"  OHV  race,  permit  number  NV5-91- 
41.  These  temporary  closures  and 
restrictions  are  made  pursuant  to  43 
CFR  Part  8364.  The  public  lands  to  be 
closed  or  restricted  are  those  lands 
adjacent  to  and  including  roads,  trails 
and  washes  identifled  as  the  1992 
NISSAN  400  OHV  race  course. 

The  following  public  lands 
administered  by  the  BLM  restricted  or 
closed  are  described  as:  The  Nellis  area: 
T.  19  S.,  R.  62  E.,  M.D.M.,  section  1 
through  36.  The  Las  Vegas  Dunes  area; 

T.  19  S.,  R.  63  E.,  section  1  through  36. 
The  Arrolime  area;  T.  18  S.,  R.  63  E., 
section  1  through  36.  The  Dry  Lake  area: 
T.  19  S.,  R.  64  E.,  section  1  through  36.  T. 
18  S.,  R.  64  E.,  section  1  through  36.  T.  17 
S.,  R.  64  E.,  section  1  through  36.  The 
California  Wash  area:  T.  16  S.,  R.  65  E., 
section  1  through  36.  T.  15  S.,  R.  66  E.,  all 
of  sections  6,  7,  8,  9, 16, 17, 18. 19,  20,  21, 
28,  29,  30,  31.  32,  and  33.  T.  16  S.,  R.  66  E., 
all  of  sections  4,  5,  6.  7,  8.  9, 16, 17, 18. 19. 
20.  29.  and  30.  T.  17  S..  R.  85  E.,  section  1 
through  36.  The  Piute  Wash  area:  T.  15 


S.,  R.  64  E.,  section  1  through  36.  T.  15  S., 
R.  65  E.,  section  1  through  36.  The  Arrow 
Canyon  area;  T.  16  S.,  R.  63  E.,  all  of 
sections  1,  2.  3,  4,  9, 10. 11, 12, 13, 14, 15. 
16,  21,  22,  23.  24,  25,  26.  27,  28,  32,  33,  34, 
35,  and  36.  And,  T,  17  S.,  R.  63  E.,  section 
1  through  38. 

The  following  public  lands 
administered  by  the  BLM  will  be  open 
authorized  HDRA  spectator  areas:  All 
public  lands  lying  east  of  Las  Vegas 
Blvd.  North  and  within  T.  19  S.,  R.  63  E., 
M.D.M.,  section  18,  NWVi:  SEViNEVi 
NE'A;  SEiANE^A;  SEy4SWy4:  SEy4;  and 
section  20,  NWVi. 

The  above  legal  land  descriptions  are 
for  public  lands  within  Clark,  County, 
Nevada.  A  map  showing  specific  areas 
closed  to  public  access  to  available  from 
the  following  BLM  office:  The  Las  Vegas 
District  Office,  4765  Vegas  Drive,  P.O. 
Box  26569,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89126, 
(702)  647-5000. 

Any  person  who  fails  to  comply  with 
this  closure  order  issued  under  43  CFR 
part  8364  may  be  subject  to  the  penalties 
provided  in  43  CFR  8360.7. 

Dated:  February  24, 1992. 

Ben  F.  Collins, 

District  Manager,  Las  Vegas  District. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5448  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-HC-U 


[WY-030-02-4350-02] 

Rawlins  District  Advisory  Council 
Meeting 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Rawlins  District  Advisory 
Council;  Meeting. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  in 
accordance  with  Public  Law  94-597  that 
a  meeting  of  the  Rawlins  District 
Advisory  Coimcil  will  be  held.  This 
notice  sets  forth  the  schedule  and 
proposed  agenda  for  the  meeting. 
DATES:  April  1, 1992, 10  a.m.  to  4  p.m. 
ADDRESSES:  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Rawlins  District  Office, 
1300  North  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  670, 
Rawlins,  Wyoming  82301. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ray  Hanson,  District  Outdoor 
Recreation  Planner,  Rawlins  District 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  670,  Rawlins,  Wyoming,  82301, 
(307)  324-7171. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

agenda  of  the  meeting  will  include: 

1.  Introduction  and  opening  remarks. 

2.  Review  of  last  Council  meeting. 

3.  Public  comment  period. 

4.  Election  of  new  officers. 

5.  Tour  of  Bureau  Sign  Shop,  District 


Office  computer  room,  and  the 
Great  Divide  Resources  Area 
Office. 

6.  Discussion  on  resource  protection 
program;  hazardous  materials  and 
authorized/unauthorized  landfills 
on  public  land;  increased  activity 
related  to  oil,  gas.  and  coalbed 
methane  development:  and  the 
gathering  of  excess  wild  horses. 

The  meeting  and  tour  are  open  to  the 
public.  Anyone  interested  in  attending 
the  meeting  or  making  an  oral 
presentation  must  notify  the  District 
Manager  by  March  19, 1992.  Written 
statements  may  also  be  filed  for  the 
Council’s  consideration.  Summary 
minutes  of  this  meeting  will  be  on  file  in 
the  Rawlins  District  Office  and 
available  for  public  inspection  (during 
regular  business  hours)  within  30  days 
of  the  meeting. 

Dated:  February  18, 1992. 

Judy  Reed, 

Associate  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5515  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4310-22-M 


(OR-030-02-4320-02:  G2-158] 

Meeting,  Vale  District  Grazing 
Advisory  Board 

agency:  Vale  District,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-463  that  a  meeting  at 
the  Vale  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  will  be  held  April  9, 1992. 

The  agenda  of  the  meeting  will 
include:  Update  on  actions  taken  in 
response  to  drought  conditions.  Grazing 
administration  in  relation  to  trespass 
and  range  improvement  project 
maintenance.  Update  on  management 
activities  in  the  Trout  Creek  Mountains, 
Methods  and  options  for  rehabilitation 
of  poor  condition  range  sites.  Predator 
control  operations  on  BLM-managed 
lands.  Update  on  grazing  management 
planning  in  the  Harper  allotment,  and 
preference  shifts  between  allotments. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  to  the  Board  or  may  file 
written  statements  for  the  Board’s 
consideration.  Anyone  wishing  to  make 
oral  statements  may  do  so  at  1:30  p.m. 
MDT  on  Thursday,  April  9. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  Board’s 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the 
district  office  and  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection,  or  personal  copies 
may  be  purchased  for  the  cost  of 
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duplication,  within  30  days  of  the 
meeting. 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  begin  at  10  a.m. 
MDT  Thursday,  April  9, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  in 
the  meeting  room  of  the  Vale  District 
Office,  100  Oregon  Street,  Vale,  OR 
97918. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gerard  Hubbard,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Vale  District,  100  Oregon 
Street,  Vale,  OR  97918,  (Telephone  503 
473-3144). 

Geoffrey  B.  Middaugh, 

Associate  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5572  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4310-33-M 


National  Park  Service 

Record  of  Decision  for  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
the  General  Management  Plan,  Big 
Cypress  National  Preserve 

Introduction 

In  October  1991,  the  proposed  Big 
Cypress  National  Preserve  General 
Management  Plan/Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (GMP/FEIS)  was 
made  available  to  the  public.  The  GMP/ 
FEIS  evaluates  the  environmental 
consequences  of  the  proposed  plan  and 
its  alternatives.  The  purpose  of  this 
Record  of  Decision  is  to  document  the 
National  Park  Service’s  determination  of 
how  Big  Cypress  National  Preserve  will 
be  managed  for  the  next  10  to  15  years. 
Copies  of  the  Record  of  Decision  are 
being  distributed  to  Federal,  State  and 
local  government  agencies  and  other 
interested  parties.  In  addition,  the 
Record  of  Decision  is  being  printed  in 
newspapers  published  in  communities 
near  the  preserve  and  will  be  available 
at  public  libraries  in  the  region. 

Alternatives  Considered 

The  alternatives  considered  in 
formulating  the  preserve’s  General 
Management  Plan  were: 

Status  Quo  Alternative 

Alternative  A — Emphasizing 
recreational  use 

Alternative  B — ^Emphasizing  resource 
protection 

Proposed  Plan — Combination  of  A 
and  B 

Alternative  B  can  be  considered  an 
environmentally  preferable  alternative 
because  adverse  environmental  impacts 
would  be  minimal.  The  proposed  plan 
incorporates  features  of  Alternative  B, 
since  preservation  of  natural  systems 
and  scenic  quality  are  objectives  of  the 
proposed  plan.  However,  the  proposed 
plan  also  incorporates  features  of 


Alternative  A,  because  the  proposed 
plan  calls  for  continuation  and/or 
addition  of  certain  visitor  activities  and 
opportimities.  The  environmental  effects 
of  the  preceding  visitor  services 
development  will  not  be  significant  with 
mitigating  measures  in  place,  and  any 
costs  are  expected  to  be  overshadowed 
by  the  benefit  of  enhanced  visitor 
opportunities  and  visitor  appreciation. 
The  proposed  plan  also  contains  a 
“Minerals  Management"  section  which 
outlines  oil  and  gas  activities  in  the 
preserve  as  required  in  the  enabling 
legislation. 

Comments  on  the  GMP/FEIS 

Comments  received  on  the  GMP/FEIS 
were  similar  to  those  made  during 
public  review  of  the  draft  document  and 
no  new  issues  were  raised. 

The  principal  mineral  owner  in  the 
preserve  provided  comments  on  the 
GMP/FEIS.  They  raised  several 
concerns  on  what  they  perceived  to  be 
changes  from  the  draft  GMP/EIS  to  the 
final  GMP/FEIS,  but  indicated  that  these 
concerns  "should  be  evaluated  as  more 
technical  information  becomes 
available,  and  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
under  36  CFR  Plan  of  Operations 
approval  procedures  for  specific  oil  and 
gas  proposed  sites  in  the  BCNP.”  We 
concur. 

After  reviewing  the  GMP/FEIS,  the 
Office  of  the  Governor  of  Florida 
informed  the  National  Park  Service  that 
the  plan  was  found  to  be  consistent  with 
the  Florida  Coastal  Zone  Management 
Program  and  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  guidelines.  However,  the 
state  requested  that,  without  delaying 
implementation  of  the  GMP/FEIS, 
further  discussions  be  held  regarding 
visitor  access  to  the  preserve  from  1-75. 
The  National  Park  Service  has  initiated 
a  dialogue  with  the  State  in  this  regard. 

The  hunting  community  reiterated 
many  of  the  same  concerns  with  the 
final  GMP/FEIS  as  they  raised  with  the 
draft  document.  Agreements  regarding 
hunting  reached  between  the  Florida 
Game  and  Fresh  Water  Fish 
Commission  and  the  NPS  during  the 
development  of  the  GMP/EIS  are 
reflected  in  the  document.  As  a  part  of 
these  agreements,  the  Commission  and 
NPS  will  meet  periodically  to  discuss 
and  establish  hunting  regulations. 

During  these  periodic  discussions,  the 
concerns  of  the  hunting  community  will 
be  considered. 

Any  significant  variances  proposed  to 
the  GMP/EIS  emanating  from  these 
future  discussions  would  be  preceded  by 
public  involvement  and  adherence  with 
the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  and  other 


applicable  regulations  before 
implementation. 

Decision  and  Rationale 

After  analysis  of  the  proposed  plan 
and  alternatives  as  presented  in  the 
GMP/EIS  and  consideration  of  public 
comments  on  the  entire  plan,  the 
National  Park  Service  has  determined 
that  the  proposed  plan  in  the  October 
1991  General  Management  Plan  provides 
acceptable  management  direction  for 
Big  Cypress  National  Preserve.  The 
preserve  will  be  managed  to  conserve 
natural  and  cultural  resources  and 
ecological  processes  while 
accommodating  uses  and  experiences 
that  do  not  adversely  affect  the  area’s 
ecological  integrity.  Major  NPS 
developments,  to  the  maximum  extent 
feasible,  will  continue  to  be  limited  to 
existing  roads  and  previously  disturbed 
sites.  The  proposed  plan’s  elements  are 
considered  technically  and 
economically  feasible,  and  the  proposed 
plan  represents  a  sound  balance 
between  protecting  preserve  resources 
and  providing  enjoyable  visitor 
experiences. 

All  practicable  means  will  be  taken  to 
avoid  or  minimize  environmental  harm 
in  implementing  the  plan.  'This  will 
include  close  monitoring  during 
construction  of  new  facilities  to  avoid 
adverse  impacts  on  cultural  and  natural 
resources.  Other  mitigating  measures 
incorporated  in  the  plan’s 
implementation  are  identified  on  pages 
384-388  of  the  GMP/EIS. 

Changes  to  the  Proposed  Plan  in  the 
Final  GMP/FEIS 

1.  The  ORV  permits  are  returned  to 
draft  GMP  level — the  draft  GMP/EIS 
projected  issuance  of  2,500  ORV  permits 
and  assessed  the  associated 
environmental  impacts  at  these  levels. 
The  final  GMP/EIS  proposed  lowering 
these  projections  to  2,000.  However, 
actual  1989  through  1992  utilization 
levels  indicate  that  the  draft  level  of 
2,500  permits  was  more  appropriate  and 
the  final  GMP/EIS  is  hereby  changed  to 
the  2,500  level. 

2.  Oil  and  gas  development  in  red- 
cockaded  woodpecker  (RCW)  colony 
areas  are  returned  to  draft  level — the 
draft  GMP/EIS  would  not  have  allowed 
oil  and  gas  development  closer  than  500 
feet  to  RCW  colony  sites.  The  final 
GMP/EIS  raised  that  distance  to  .5  of  a 
mile.  A  review  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  guidelines  and  the  GMP/FEIS 
(which  does  not  allow  any  development 
in  mature  pine  stands)  indicates  that  the 
draft  GMP/EIS,  along  with  Section  7 
reviews  as  a  part  of  the  9B  regulations 
at  specific  sites,  provides  adequate 
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protection.  Therefore,  the  Hnal  GMP/ 
FEIS  relative  to  oil  and  gas  development 
in  the  vicinity  of  RCW  colony  sites  is 
hereby  returned  to  the  500-foot  distance. 

Conclusion 

It  is  our  determination  that  the 
proposed  plan  for  management  direction 
presented  in  the  October  1991  Big 
Cypress  National  Preserve  General 
Management  Plan  and  Final 
Enviroiunental  Impact  Statement  and 
changes  addressed  in  this  document  are 
in  keeping  with  Public  Law  93-440 
which  established  the  preserve  in  1974, 
and  with  other  applicable  laws  and 
regulations.  Therefore,  the  proposed 
plan  in  the  General  Management  Plan, 
as  herein  modified,  is  accepted  and 
approved  today  as  the  management 
approach  to  be  followed  at  Big  Cypress 
National  Preserve. 

Dated:  January  27, 1992. 

Recommended: 

Wallace  A.  Hibbard, 

Superintendent 

Dated:  January  27, 1990. 

Approved: 

James  W.  Coleman,  Jr^ 

Regional  Director,  Southeast  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5455  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-70-7 


General  Management  Plan/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement; 
Manhattan  Sites,  NY;  Notice  of  intent 

In  accordance  with  section  102(2)(C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  Public  Law  91-190,  the 
National  Park  Service  (NPS)  is  preparing 
an  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(EIS)  to  assess  the  impacts  of  alternative 
management  strategies  for  the  General 
Management  Plan  (GMP)  for  five  NPS 
sites  located  in  the  borough  of 
Manhattan  in  New  York  City  and  one 
site  in  the  town  of  Mt.  Vernon.  These  six 
sites,  known  as  Manhattan  Sites, 
includes  Castle  Clinton  National 
Monument  (NM),  Federal  Hall  NM, 
General  Grant  NM,  Hamilton  Grange 
NM,  Theodore  Roosevelt  Birthplace 
National  Historic  Site  (NHS)  and  St. 
Paul’s  Church  NHS. 

The  GMP/EIS  will  evaluate  a  range  of 
alternatives  which  address  cultural  and 
natural  resources  protection, 
socioeconomic  concerns,  visitor  use  and 
interpretation,  restoration  of  historic 
structures,  maintenance  and  facility 
development  and  boundary  adjustments 
that  may  be  needed  to  protect  the 
integrity  of  several  sites. 

The  NPS  will  be  holding  open  houses 
at  each  site  on  the  following  days  and 
times: 


Saturday,  April  4, 2-6  p.m. — General 
Grants  NM 

Sunday,  April  5,  2-6  p.m. — Hamilton 
Grange  NM 

Tuesday,  April  7,  2-8  p.m. — St.  Paul’s 
Church  NHS 

’Thursday,  April  9,  2-8  p.m. — ^Theodore 
Roosevelt  Birthplace  NHS 
Friday,  April  10,  2-6  p.m. — Federal  Hall 
and  Castle  Clinton  (to  be  held  at 
Federal  Hall] 

'The  purpose  of  these  hours  are  two¬ 
fold:  (1)  To  present  possible 
management  alternatives  for  each  site 
and  (2)  to  stimulate  discussion  and 
receive  comments  regarding  these 
alternatives  and  any  other  additional 
public  concerns  relevant  to  each  site. 
Individuals  unable  to  attend  the  open 
houses  may  request  information  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Manhattan  Sites 
at  the  address  listed  below.  Comments 
received  at  the  open  house  and  during 
the  scoping  period  will  be  used  to 
determine  the  Hnal  content  of  the  issues 
and  alternatives  that  should  be 
addressed  in  the  GMP  and  in 
preparation  of  the  EIS.  Written 
comments  regarding  concerns  at  each 
site  must  be  submitted  to  the  NPS  by 
April  24, 1992. 

'The  draft  GMP  and  EIS  are  expected 
to  be  completed  and  available  for  public 
review  by  early  1993.  After  public  and 
interagency  review  of  the  draft 
document,  comments  will  be  considered 
and  a  final  EIS  will  be  prepared  for 
release  in  early  1994,  which  will  be 
followed  by  a  Record  of  Decision.  The 
responsible  official  is  Marie  Rust,  Acting 
Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic 
Region,  NPS.  Written  comments  should 
be  submitted  to  the  Superintendent  of 
Manhattan  Sites  by  mail  at  Federal  Hall, 
26  Wall  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10005. 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Marie  Rust, 

Acting  Regional  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5453  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-70-M 


Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area;  Meeting 

AQENCV:  National  Park  Service; 
Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area  Citizens  Advisory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Meeting. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  the  date 
for  the  next  meeting  of  the  Delaware 
Water  Gap  National  Recreation  Area 
Citizens  Advisory  Commission.  Notice 
of  said  meeting  is  required  under  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 


DATE:  March  28, 1992. 
time:  9:00  a  jn. 

LOCATION:  Millbrook  Church, 

Intersection  Old  Mine  Road  and  Rt.  602, 
Millbrook  Village,  New  Jersey. 

agenda:  The  agenda  will  be  devoted  to 
committee  reports.  Superintendent’s 
report,  old  business,  new  business, 
correspondence,  identiHcation  of  topics 
of  concern.  Opportunities  for  public 
comment  to  the  Commission  will  be 
provided. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  C.  Ring,  Superintendent; 
Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area  Bushkill,  PA  18324;  717- 
588-2435. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area  Citizens  Advisory 
Commission  was  established  by  Public 
Law  100-573  to  advise  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  and  the  United  States 
Congress  on  matters  pertaining  to  the 
management  and  operation  of  the 
Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area,  as  well  as  on  other 
matters  affecting  the  Recreation  Area 
and  its  surrounding  communities. 

’The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Any  member  of  ^e  public  may 
file  with  the  Commission  a  written 
statement  concerning  agenda  items.  The 
statement  should  be  addressed  to  The 
Delaware  Water  Gap  National 
Recreation  Area  Citizens  Advisory 
Commission,  P.O.  Box  284,  Bushkill,  PA 
18324.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  inspection  four  weeks  after 
the  meeting  at  the  permanent 
headquarters  of  the  Delaware  Water 
Gap  National  Recreation  Area  located 
on  River  Road  1  mile  east  of  U.S.  Route 
209,  Bushkill,  Pennsylvania. 

Dated:  February  26, 1992. 

Charles  P.  Clapper,  Jr., 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Mid-Atlantic 
Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5454  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-70-M 


National  Register  of  Historic  Places; 
Notification  of  Pending  Nominations 

Nominations  for  the  following 
properties  being  considered  for  listing  in 
the  National  Register  were  received  by 
the  National  Park  Service  before 
February  29, 1992.  Pursuant  to  §  §  60.13 
of  36  CFR  part  60  written  comments 
concerning  the  significance  of  these 
properties  under  the  National  Register 
criteria  for  evaluation  may  be  forwarded 
to  the  National  Register,  National  Paric 
Service,  P.O.  Box  37127,  Washington,  DC 
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20013-7127.  Written  comment  should  be 
submitted  by  March  25. 1992. 

Antoinette  Lee, 

Acting.  Chief  of  Registration,  National 
Register, 

ARIZONA 

Navajo  County 

La  Posada  Historic  District,  200  E.  Second 
St..  Winslow,  92000256 

Pima  County 

Blixt — Avitia  House  (Menlo  Park  MPSJ,  830 
W.  Alameda  St,  Tucson,  92000251 
Boudreaux — Robison  House  (Menlo  Park 
MPS),  101  N.  Bella  Vista  Dr.,  Tucson, 
92000253 

Bray — Valenzuela  House  (Menlo  Park  MPS), 
203  N.  Grande  Ave.,  Tucson,  92000255 
Copper  Bell  Bed  and  Breakfast  (Menlo  Park 
MPS),  25  N.  Westmoreland  Ave.,  Tucson, 
92000254 

Dodson — Esquivel  House  (Menlo  Park  MPS), 
1004  W.  Alameda  St.,  Tucson,  92000252 
Schwalen — Gomez  House  (Menlo  Park  MPS), 
217  N.  Melwood  Ave.,  Tucson.  92000250 

CALIFORNIA 
Los  Angeles  County 
Diamond  Apartments,  321  Diamond  St, 
Redondo  Beach,  92000260 

Nevada  County 

Grass  Valley  Public  Library  (California 
Carnegie  Libraries  MPS),  2ff7  Mill  St., 

Grass  Valley,  92000267 

San  Benito  County 

Hollister  Carnegie  Library  (California 
Carnegie  Libraries  MPS).  375  Fifth  St, 
Hollister,  92000269 

San  Diego  County 

Rancho  De  Los  Kiotes,  4758  Palomar  Airport 
Rd..  Carlsbad.  92000261 

Santa  Cruz  County 

Bayview  Hotel,  8041  Soquel  Dr.,  Aptos, 
92000259 

Garfield  Park  Branch  Libray  (California 
Carnegie  Libraries  MPS),  705  Woodrow 
Ave.,  Santa  Cruz,  92000288 

Siskiyou  County 

Harlow,  William.  Cabin  (Boundary 
Decrease),  Elliott  Creek  Rd.  No.  1050,  joe 
Bar  vicinity,  92000292 

Yreka  Carnegie  Library  (California  Carnegie 
Libraries  MPS),  412  W,  Miner  St.,  Yreka, 
92000270 

Sonoma  County 

Sonoma  Plaza  (Boundary  Increase),  Area 
surronding  town  plaza,  Sonoma.  92000293 

COLORADO 
Eagle  County 

Camp  Hale,  Along  US  24  S  of  Redcliff,  White 
River  NF,  Redcliff  vicinity,  92000239 

CONNECTICUT 
FairTield  County 

Pine  Creek  Park  Bridge,  N  of  Old  Dam  Rd.. 
over  Pine  Cr..  Fairfield,  92000263 


Litchfield  County 

Sedgwick,  Maj.  Gen.  John,  House,  52  Hautboy 
Hill  Rd.,  Cornwall  vicinity,  92000282 

New  London  County 
Woodward,  Ashbel,  House,  387  CT  32, 
Franklin,  92000264 

Windham  County 

Danielson  Main  Street  Historic  District, 

Main  St.  from  Water  St  to  Spring  St, 
Killingly,  92000265 

Old  Killingly  High  School.  185  Broad  St., 
Killingly,  92000266 

IOWA 

Buena  Vista  County 

Allee,  Jesse  /.  and  Mary  F.,  House,  20006  640 
St.,  Newell  vicinity,  92000271 

KENTUCKY 
Metcalfe  County 

Stockton — Ray  House,  Off  jet  of  US  66/KM 
80  and  Cumberland  Pkwy.,  Edmonton 
vicinity,  92000289 

Nelson  County 

New  Sherwood  Hotel,  138  S.  Main  St.,  New 
Haven.  92000291 

Pike  County 

Pauley  Bridge,  Across  the  Levisa  Fork,  Big 
Sandy  R.  from  Pauley  to  US  23/460, 
Pikeveille,  92000290 

MAINE 

Androscoggin  County 

Gilead  Railroad  Station,  Former,  Off  NE  end 
of  Twin  Rd..  Auburn  vicinity,  92000272 

Hancock  County 

Kane,  John  Innes,  Cottage,  Off  SE  end  of 
Hancock  St.,  Bar  Harbor,  92000275 

Knox  County 

TIMBERWIND  (Schooner),  Rockport  Harbor, 
Rockport  92000274 

HENDAMEEN  (Yacht),  Camden  Harbor. 
Camden,  92000273 

Lincoln  County 

Kent,  Rockwell,  Cottage  and  Studio,  Off  N 
side  of  Horn  Hill  Rd.,  Monhegen  Island, 
Monhegen  Plantation,  92000278 

Sagadahoc  County 

Topsham  Fairgrounds  Grandstand,  Off  N 
side  of  Elm  SU  E  of  jet  with  Fair  Cir., 
Topsham,  92000277 

Waldo  County 

Christ  Church,  Off  W  side  of  Main  Rd.,  S  of 
Dark  Harbor,  Dark  Harbor  vicinity, 
92000278 

York  County 

Conant — Sawyer  Cottage,  14  Kendall  Rd.. 
York  Beach,  92000279 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Barnstable  County 

Taylor— Bray  Farm,  jet  of  ^y  Farm  Rd.  N. 
and  Nottii^S^m  R^  Yarmouth,  92000287 


Essex  County 

Lynn  Common  Historic  District,  Roughly,  N, 
and  S.  Common  St.  from  Market  Sq.  to  City 
Hall  Lynn  92000247 

Middlesex  County 

Wilmington  Centre  Village  Historic  District, 
Roughly,  Middlesex  Dr.  and  Church  St 
from  Adams  St.  to  Wildwood  Cemetery, 
Wilmington,  92000246 

MINNESOTA 
Aitkin  County 

Rice  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge  Histaric 
District,  Address  Restricted.  McGregor 
vicinity.  92000284 

Dakota  County 

Serbian  Home,  404  3rd  Ave.  S..  South  St 
Paul,  92000257 

Pipestone  County 

Great  Northern  Depot,  jet  of  5th  Ave.  SE. 
and  2nd  St.  SE.,  Pipestone,  92000258 

Washington  County 

Stillwater  Commercial  Historic  District, 
Vicinity  of  Main.  2nd  and  Chestnut  Sts., 
Stillwater.  92000288 

MONTANA 
Missoula  County 

Potomac  School,  220  Potomac  Rd.,  Potomac, 
92000244 

NEW  MEXICO 
Colfax  County 

Dawson  Cemetery,  Approximately  4  ml.  NW 
of  jet  of  US  64  and  the  Dawson  Rd.. 
Dawson,  92000249 

OHIO 

Ashtabula  County 

Conneaut  Harbor  West  Breakwater  Light 
(Light  Stations  of  Ohio  MPS),  W 
breakwater  pierhead,  harbor  entrance, 
Conneaut  92000243 

Lake  County 

Fairport  Harbor  West  Breakwater  Light 
(Light  Stations  of  Ohio  MPS),  W 
breakwater  pierhead,  harbor  entrance, 
Fairport  Harbor,  92000242 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 
Lawrence  County 

Spearfish  Fisheries  Center  (Boundary 
Increase),  Off  Canyon  St  near  City  Park, 
Spearffsh,  92000241 

TENNESSEE 
Shelby  County 

Mason  Temple,  Church  of  Godin  Christ.  958 
Mason  St,  Memphis.  92000286 

Upton  County 

Ruffin  Theater.  113  W.  Pleasant  Ave., 
Covington,  92000248 
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VIRGINIA 

Lynchburg  Independent  City 

Rosedale  (Boundary  Increase),  Graves  Mill 
Rd.  W  of  jet.  with  VA  291,  Lynchburg 
(Independent  City]  vicinity,  92000240 

WASHINGTON 

Benton  County 

Hanford  B.  Reactor,  Near  jet.  of  WA  24  and 
WA  240,  Hanford  Site,  Richland  vicinity, 
92000245 

Chelan  County 

Horan,  Michael,  House,  2  Horan  Rd., 
Wenatchee,  92000281 

St.  Andrews  Episcopal  Church,  120  E. 
Woodin  Ave.,  Chelan,  92000283 

Whatcom  County 

B.  P.  O.  E.  Building,  1412 — ^1414  Cornwall 
Ave.,  Bellingham,  92000282 

Yakima  Coimty 

Irish,  William  N.,  House,  210  S.  28th  Ave., 
Yakima,  92000280 

WYOMING 

Big  Horn  County 

Big  Horn  Academy  Historic  District,  25  and 
35  E.  First  South,  Cowley,  92000285 

[FR  Doc.  92-5363  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILLma  CODE  4310-70-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Rnance  Docket  No.  31969] 

William  T.  Bright,  Control  Exemption; 
The  Buffalo  Creek  Railroad  Co. 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Exemption. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  10505, 
the  Commission  exempts  from  the  prior 
approval  requirements  of  49  U.S.C. 
11343-11344  the  acquisition  by  William 
T.  Bright  of  control  of  The  Buffalo  Creek 
Railroad  Company.  The  exemption  is 
subject  to  standard  employee  protective 
conditions. 

DATES:  The  exemption  is  effective  on 
April  9, 1992.  Petitions  to  stay  must  be 
filed  by  March  20, 1992,  and  petitions  to 
reopen  must  be  filed  by  March  30, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  pleadings  referring  to 
Finance  Docket  No.  31969  to:  (1)  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  Case  Control  Branch, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423. 

(2)  Robert  D.  Rosenberg,  Slover  & 
Loftus,  1224  Seventeenth  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20036. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Joseph  H.  Dettmar  (202)  927-5660,  [TDD 
for  hearing  impaired:  (202)  927-5721]. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Additional  information  is  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  decision.  To  purchase 
a  copy  of  the  full  decision,  write  to,  call, 
or  pick  up  in  person  from:  Dynamic 
Concepts,  Inc.,  room  2229,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20423.  Telephone:  (202) 
289-4357/4359.  [Assistance  for  the 
hearing  impaired  is  available  through 
TDD  services  (202)  927-5721.] 

Decided:  March  3, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Philbin,  Vice 
Chairman  McDonald,  Commissioners 
Simmons,  Phillips,  and  Emmett. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5522  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  703S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Information  Collections  Under  Review 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(0MB)  has  been  sent  the  following 
collection(s)  of  information  proposals 
for  review  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35)  and  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Reauthorization  Act  since  the 
last  list  was  published.  Entries  are 
grouped  into  submission  categories,  with 
each  entry  containing  the  following 
information: 

(1)  The  title  of  the  form/collection; 

(2)  The  agency  form  number,  if  any, 
and  the  applicable  component  of 
the  Department  sponsoring  the 
collection; 

(3)  How  often  the  form  must  be  filled 
out  or  the  information  is  collected; 

(4)  Who  will  be  asked  or  required  to 
respond,  as  well  as  a  brief  abstract; 

(5)  An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
respondents  and  the  amount  of  time 
estimated  for  an  average 
respondent  to  respond; 

(6)  An  estimate  of  the  total  public 
burden  (in  hours]  associated  with 
the  collection;  and, 

(7)  An  indication  as  to  whether 
section  3504(h)  of  Public  Law  96-511 
applies. 

Comments  and/or  suggestions 
regarding  the  item(s)  contained  in  this 
notice,  especially  regarding  the 
estimated  public  burden  and  associated 
response  time,  should  be  directed  to  the 
0MB  reviewer,  Ms.  Lin  Liu  on  (202)  395- 
7340  and  to  the  Department  of  Justice's 
Clearance  Officer,  Mr.  Lewis  Arnold,  on 
(202)  514-4305.  If  you  anticipate 
commenting  on  a  form/collection,  but 
find  that  time  to  prepare  such  comments 
will  prevent  you  from  prompt 
submission,  you  should  notify  the  OMB 


reviewer  and  the  DOJ  Clearance  Officer 
of  your  intent  as  soon  as  possible. 

Written  comments  regarding  the  burden 
estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of  the 
collection  may  be  submitted  to  Office  of 
Information  and  Regulatory  Affairs, 

Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Washington,  DC  20503,  and  to  Mr,  Lewis 
Arnold,  DOJ  Clearance  Officer,  SPS/ 
JMD/5031  CAB,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  DC  20530. 

Extension  of  the  Expiration  Date  of  a 
Currently  Approved  Collection  Without 
Any  Change  in  the  Substance  or  in  the 
Method  of  Collection 

(1)  Law  enforcement  officers  killed  or 
assaulted. 

(2)  DO-71.  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation. 

(3)  Annually. 

(4)  State  or  local  governments.  Instant 
form  DO-71  is  used  to  facilitate  the 
collection  of  data  in  compliance  with 
a  Presidential  Directive,  issued  6-3- 
71,  mandating  the  collection  and 
publication  of  data  relating  to  law 
enforcement  officers  killed  or 
assaulted. 

(5)  71,794  annual  responses  at  .15  hours 
per  response. 

(6)  10,769  annual  burden  hours. 

(7)  Not  applicable  under  3504(h). 

Revision  of  a  Currently  Approved 
Collection 

(1)  Analysis  of  law  enforcement  officers 
killed  and  assaulted. 

(2)  DC)-76,  DO-76a,  DO-76B.  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation. 

(3)  Annually. 

(4)  State  or  local  governments.  Forms 
DC)-76,  DO-76a,  and  DC)-76b  are  used 
to  facilitate  the  collection  of  data  in 
compliance  with  a  Presidential 
Directive,  issued  6-3-71,  mandating 
the  collection  and  publication  of  data 
relating  to  analysis  of  law 
enforcement  officers  killed  or 
assaulted. 

(5)  132  annual  responses  at  .5  hours  per 
response. 

(6)  66  annual  burden  hours. 

(7)  Not  applicable  under  3504(h). 

Public  comment  on  these  items  is 
encouraged. 

Dated:  March  5, 1992. 

Lewis  Arnold, 

Department  Clearance  Officer,  Department  of 
Justice. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5586  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
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[AAQ/A  Order  No.  62-92] 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Systems  of 
Records 

Pursuant  to  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5 
U.S.C.  552a]  and  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  Circular  No.  A-130, 
Department  components  have  reviewed 
their  Privacy  Act  systems  of  records  to 
identify  changes  that  will  more 
accurately  describe  their  records.  As  a 
result,  eight  Department  components  are 
republishing  systems  of  records. 

Where  possible,  the  changes  have 
been  italicized  for  public  convenience. 
However,  changes  include  (1)  a  new 
routine  use  (identified  as  “h.”)  for  the 
Office  of  the  Inspector  General 
Investigative  Records,  JUSTICE/OIG- 
001;  ‘  (2)  a  modified  routine  use  for  the 
Assistant  United  States  Attorney 
Applicant  Records  System,  JUSTICE/ 
USA-016,  the  Appointed  Assistant 
United  States  Attorneys  Personnel 
System,  JUSTICE/USA-Ol?,  and  the 
INTERPOL-United  States  National 
Central  Bureau  (INTERPOL-USNCB) 
(Department  of  Justice)  INTERPOL- 
USNCB  Records  System;  and  (3)  the 
removal  of  certain  Privacy  Act 
exemptions  from  the  General  Files 
Systems  of  the  Offices  of  the  Deputy 
Attorney  General  (DAG)  and  Associate 
Attorney  General  (AAG). 

The  modified  routine  use  was 
originally  drafted  to  permit  records 
disclosure  to  the  National  Archives  and 
Records  Service  (NARS),  General 
Services  Administration  (GSA),  during 
records  management  inspections.  The 
routine  use  has  been  modiHed 
consistent  with  Public  Law  98-497  (44 
U.S.C.  2102]  which  renamed  NARS  as 
the  "National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration”  (NARA),  and 
established  it  as  a  separate  agency 
which  nevertheless  would  continue  to 
share  its  records  management 
inspection  responsibilities  with  GSA. 
Accordingly,  the  routine  use  has  been 
changed  to  show  that  NARA  and  GSA 
are  separate  agencies  which  share 
access  to  records  during  these 
inspections.  In  addition,  the  exemptions 
from  subsections  (e)(4)(G)  and  (H)  of  the 
Privacy  Act  have  been  removed  from 
the  General  Files  Systems,  JUSTICE/ 
DAG-013  and  JUSTICE/AAG-001.  The 
exemptions  are  unnecessary  because 
the  Offices  of  the  DAG  and  AAG  are 
complying  with  these  subsections  for 
these  systems. 


‘  This  system  was  originally  published  on 
September  25, 1991  (56  FR  46578).  as  the  Office  of 
the  Inspector  General  Records  Index,  (USTICE/ 
OIG-001.  The  title  of  the  system  has  been  changed 
to  more  accurately  descrilM  the  nature  of  the 
system. 


Comments  on  the  routine  uses  may  be 
addressed  to  Patricia  E.  Neely,  Staflf 
Assistant,  Systems  Policy  Staff, 
Information  Resources  Management, 
Justice  Management  Division, 

Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  DC 
20530  (Room  1103,  CAB  Building).  Please 
submit  any  comments  by  April  9, 1992. 

Dated;  January  30, 1992. 

Anthony  C.  Moscato, 

Acting  Assistant  Attorney  General  for 
Administration. 
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JUSTICE/DAG-003 

SYSTEM  name: 

Drug  Enforcement  Task  Force 
Evaluation  and  Reporting  System 


SYSTEM  LOCATIOM: 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General.  United  States  Department  of 
Justice,  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20530. 

CATEQOmES  Of  WCNVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

The  system  encompasses  individuals 
who  are  the  subjects  of  official  Federal 
investigations  of  the  drug  task  force. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Records  consist  of  case  initiation  and 
indictment  records,  and  monthly 
reporting  and  sentencing  forms 
regarding  potential  or  actual  targets  of 
investigation  of  the  drug  task  force. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

These  records  are  maintained 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  301  and  21  U.S.C. 

841. 

ROUTINE  USE  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN  THE 
SYSTEM,  INCUIDINO  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS 
AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to  the 
news  media  and  the  public  pursuant  to 
28  CFR  50.2  unless  it  is  determined  that 
release  of  the  specific  information  in  the 
context  of  a  particular  case  would 
constitute  an  unwarranted  invasion  of 
privacy. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to  a 
Member  of  Congress  or  staff  acting  on 
the  Member’s  behalf  when  the  Member 
or  staff  requests  the  information  for 
investigative  or  policymaking  purposes 
or  to  provide  constituent  assistance. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
members  of  the  judicial  branch  of  the 
Federal  Government  in  response  to  a 
specific  request  where  disclosure 
appears  relevant  to  the  authorized 
function  of  the  recipient  judicial  office 
or  court  system. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
any  civil  or  criminal  law  enforcement 
authorities,  whether  Federal,  State, 
local,  or  foreign,  which  require 
information  relevant  to  a  civil  or 
criminal  investigation. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to  the 
National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration  (NARA)  in  records 
management  inspections  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
Federal,  State,  and  local  licensing 
agencies  or  associations  which  require 
information  concerning  the  eligibility  or 
suitability  of  an  individual  for  a  license 
or  permit. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  in  a 
proceeding  before  a  court  or 
adjudicative  body  before  which  the 
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Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney  General  Is 
authorized  to  appear  when  (a)  the  Office 
of  th<!  Deputy  Attorney  General,  or  any 
subdivision  thereof,  or  (b)  any  employee 
of  the  Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General  in  his  or  her  official  capacity,  or 
(c)  any  employee  of  the  Office  of  the 
Deputy  Attorney  General  in  his  or  her 
individual  capacity  where  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  agreed  to 
represent  the  employee,  or  (d)  the 
United  States,  where  the  Office  of  the 
Deputy  Attorney  General  determines 
that  litigation  is  likely  to  affect  it  or  any 
of  its  subdivisions,  is  a  party  to  litigation 
or  has  an  interest  in  litigation  and  such 
records  are  determined  by  the  Office  of 
the  Deputy  Attorney  General  to  be 
arguably  relevant  to  the  litigation. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Alt  records  are  stored  in  paper 
folders.  All  records,  with  the  exception 
of  indictment  forms,  are  stored  also  on 
magnetic  disks. 

RETRIEVABILiTV: 

Records  are  generally  retrieved  by 
case  number.  Records  may  be  retrieved 
by  individual  name  or  name  of  criminal 
organization. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Paper  folders  are  stored  in  a 
combination  safe  which  is  inside  a 
locked  room.  This  room  is  part  of  a 
locked  suite  of  offices.  The  magnetic 
disks  and  computer  are  located  in  the 
same  room;  the  computer  has  a  key  lock. 
Only  those  persons  with  a  Top  Secret 
clearance  may  actually  access  the 
computer  by  using  a  code. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  are  kept  indefinitely. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Staff  Director,  Drug  Enforcement  Task 
Force.  Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General,  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

This  system  of  records  has  been 
exempted  from  subsections  (d)  and 
(e)(4)(G)  pursuant  to  subsections  (])(2) 
and  (k)(2)  of  the  Privacy  Act.  Thus  no 
records  are  available  under  the  Privacy 
Act.  Nevertheless,  Privacy  Act  (PA) 
requests  are  routinely  processed  under 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (FOIA) 
also.  Therefore,  to  determine  whether 
the  system  may  contain  a  record  which 
may  be  available  under  the  FOIA, 
requests  may  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager  listed  above.  Clearly 


mark  the  envelope  and  the  letter 
“FOIA/PA  request.  ” 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURE: 

This  system  of  records  has  been 
exempted  from  subsections  (d)  and 
(e)(4)(H)  pursuant  to  subsection  (j)(2) 
and  (k)(2)  of  the  Privacy  Act.  Thus,  no 
records  are  available  under  the  Privacy 
Act.  Nevertheless,  Privacy  Act  (PA) 
requests  are  routinely  processed  under 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (FOIA) 
also.  Therefore,  to  determine  whether 
any  records  in  the  system  are  available 
under  the  FOIA,  requests  may  be 
addressed  to  the  System  Manager  listed 
above.  Clearly  mark  the  envelope  and 
the  letter  "FOIA/PA  request. " 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  system  of  records  has  been 
exempted  from  subsections  (d)  and 
(e)(4)(H)  of  the  Privacy  Act.  While  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  permits 
access  to  certain  records  (see  Record 
Access  Procedures  above),  it  contains 
no  records  contesting  provisions. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Sources  of  information  contained  in 
this  system  include  Federal,  State,  and 
local  government  agencies  as 
appropriate,  informants,  and  interested 
third  parties. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

The  Attorney  General  has  exempted 
this  system  from  subsections  (c)(3)  and 
(4):  (d);  (e)(1),  (2)  and  (3),  (e)(4)(G)  and 
(H),  (e)(5);  and  (g)  of  the  Privacy  Act 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a  (j)(2)  and 
(k)(2).  Rules  have  been  promulgated  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  5 
U.S.C.  553  (b),  (c)  and  (e)  and  have  been 
published  Federal  Register. 

JUSTICE/DAG-013 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

General  Files  System  of  the  Office  of 
the  Deputy  Attorney  General. 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General,  United  States  Department  of 
Justice,  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20530. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

The  system  encompasses  individuals 
who  relate  to  official  Federal 
investigations,  policy  decisions,  and 
administrative  matters  of  such 
significance  that  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General  maintains  information  indexed 
to  the  name  of  that  individual,  including, 
but  not  limited  to,  subjects  of  litigation, 
targets  of  investigations.  Members  and 
staff  members  of  Congress,  upper- 


echelon  government  officials,  and 
individuals  of  national  prominence  or 
notoriety. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Records  may  include  case  files, 
litigation  materials,  exhibits,  internal 
memoranda  and  reports,  or  other 
records  on  a  given  subject  or  individual. 
Records  vary  in  number  and  kind 
according  to  the  breadth  of  the  Deputy 
Attorney  General’s  responsibilities  (28 
CFR  0.15)  and  are  limited  to  those  which 
are  of  such  significance  that  the  Deputy 
Attorney  General  has  investigative, 
policy,  law  enforcement,  or 
administrative  interest.  An  index  to 
these  records  is  described  under  the 
caption  “Retrievability." 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

These  records  are  maintained 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  301. 

ROUTINE  USE  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN  THE 
SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS 
AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to  the 
news  media  and  the  public  pursuant  to 
28  CFR  50.2  unless  it  is  determined  that 
release  of  the  specific  information  in  the 
context  of  a  particular  case  would 
constitute  an  unwarranted  invasion  of 
privacy. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to  a 
Member  of  Congress  or  staff  acting  on 
the  Member’s  behalf  when  the  Member 
or  staff  requests  the  information  for 
investigative  or  policy  decisionmaking 
purposes  or  to  provide  constituent 
assistance. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
members  of  the  judicial  branch  of  the 
Federal  Government  in  response  to  a 
specific  request  where  disclosure 
appears  relevant  to  the  authorized 
function  of  the  recipient  judicial  office 
or  court  system. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
any  civil  or  criminal  law  enforcement 
authorities,  whether  Federal,  State, 
local,  or  foreign,  which  require 
information  relevant  to  a  civil  or 
criminal  investigation. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to  the 
National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration  (NARA)  in  records 
management  inspections  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
officials  and  employees  of  the  White 
House  or  any  Federal  agency  which 
requires  information  relevant  to  an 
agency  decision  concerning  the  hiring, . 
appointment,  or  retention  of  an 
employee,  the  issuance  of  a  security 
clearance,  the  conducting  of  a  security 
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or  suitability  investigation,  the 
classifying  of  a  job,  or  the  issuance  of  a 
grant  or  benefit. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
Federal,  State,  and  local  licensing 
agencies  or  associations  which  require 
information  concerning  the  eligibility  or 
suitability  of  an  individual  for  a  license 
or  permit. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  in  a 
proceeding  before  a  court  or 
adjudicative  body  before  which  the 
Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney  General  is 
authorized  to  appear  when  (a)  the  Office 
of  the  Deputy  Attorney  General,  or  any 
subdivision  thereof,  or  (b)  any  employee 
of  the  Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General  in  his  or  her  official  capacity;  or 
(c)  any  employee  of  the  Office  of  the 
Deputy  Attorney  General  in  his  or  her 
individual  capacity  where  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  agreed  to 
represent  the  employee,  or  (d)  the 
United  States,  where  the  Office  of  the 
Deputy  Attorney  General  determines 
that  the  litigation  is  likely  to  affect  it  or 
any  of  its  subdivisions,  is  a  party  to 
litigation  or  has  an  interest  in  litigation 
and  such  records  are  determined  by  the 
Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney  General 
to  be  arguably  relevant  to  the  litigation. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM 

storage: 

Records  are  stored  in  paper  folders 
and  on  index  cards.  As  of  April,  1982, 
the  index  record  is  also  stored  on 
magnetic  disks. 

retrievabiuty: 

Deputy  Attorney  General  records 
created  prior  to  1973  were  incorporated 
into  Attorney  General  files,  and  are 
retrievable  from  the  index  to  the 
General  Files  System  of  the  Office  of  the 
Attorney  General.  Records  created  by 
the  Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General  since  1973  are  indexed  and 
retrieved  manually  by  use  of  the  subject 
title,  individual’s  name,  or  Department 
component  which  created  the  record.  As 
of  April  1982,  records  may  also  be 
retrieved  through  a  computerized 
logging  system. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Records  are  maintained  in  locked 
cabinets  stored  in  a  locked  room  or,  in 
the  case  of  those  records  that  are 
classified,  in  safes  or  vaults  stored  in  a 
locked  room.  The  computer  is  also 
maintained  in  a  locked  room.  The 
computer  has  a  key  lock  and  may  be 
accessed  only  by  persons  with  a  Top 
Secret  clearance  by  use  of  a  code. 


RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  re  kept  indeffnitely. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Associate  Deputy  Attorney  General. 
Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney  General, 
United  States  Department  of  Justice, 

10th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW„ 
Washington,  DC  20530. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Address  all  inquiries  to  the  system 
manager.  These  records  will  be 
exempted  from  subsections  (c](3]  and 
(4);  (d);  (e)(1),  (2).  (3)  and  (5);  and  (g)  of 
the  Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552a(j){2).  (k)(l).  (k)(2).  and  (k)(5). 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Make  all  requests  for  access  to 
records  from  this  system  in  writing  to 
the  system  manager,  and  clearly  mark 
both  the  letter  and  envelope  “Privacy 
Act  Request." 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Make  all  requests  to  contest  or  amend 
information  maintained  in  the  system  in 
writing  to  the  system  manager.  State 
clearly  and  concisely  what  information 
is  being  contested,  the  reasons  for 
contesting  it,  and  the  proposed 
amendment(s)  to  the  information. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Sources  of  information  contained  in 
this  system  include  individuals.  State, 
local  and  foreign  government  agencies 
as  appropriate,  the  executive  and 
legislative  branches  of  the  Federal 
Government,  and  interested  third 
parties. 

SYSTEM  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN  PROVISIONS 
OF  THE  act: 

The  Attorney  General  has  exempted 
this  system  from  subsections  (c)(3)  and 
(4);  (d);  (e)(1),  (2),  (3)  and  (5);  and  (g)  of 
the  Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552a(j)(2).  (k)(l),  (k)(2),  and  (k)(5).  Rules 
have  been  promulgated  in  accordance 
with  the  requirement  of  5  U.S.C.  553(b), 
(c)  and  (e)  and  have  been  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  These  exemptions 
apply  only  to  the  extent  that  information 
in  a  record  pertaining  to  a  particular 
individual  relates  to  official  Federal 
investigations  and  law  enforcement 
matters.  Those  files  indexed  under  an 
individual’s  name  and  which  concern 
policy  formulation  or  administrative 
matters  are  not  being  exempted 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552(j)(2),  (k)(l), 
(k)(2).  or(k)(5). 

Justice/AAG-001 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

General  Files  System  of  the  Office  of 
the  Associate  Attorney  General. 
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SYSTEM  location: 

Office  of  the  Associate  Attorney 
General,  United  States  Department  of 
Justice,  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20530. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

The  system  encompasses  individuals 
who  relate  to  official  federal 
investigations,  policy  decisions  and 
administrative  matters  of  such 
significance  that  the  Associate  Attorney 
General  maintains  information  indexed 
to  the  name  of  that  individual  including, 
but  not  limited  to,  subjects  of  litigation, 
targets  of  investigations.  Members  and 
staff  members  of  Congress,  upper- 
echelon  government  officials,  and 
individuals  of  national  prominence  or 
notoriety. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Records  may  include  case  files, 
litigation  materials,  exhibits,  internal 
memoranda  and  reports,  or  other 
records  on  a  given  subject  or  individual. 
Records  vary  in  number  and  kind 
according  to  the  breadth  of  the 
Associate  Attorney  General’s 
responsibilities  (28  CFR  0.10)  and  are 
limited  to  those  which  are  of  such 
significance  that  the  Associate  Attorney 
General  has  investigative,  policy,  law 
enforcement,  or  administrative  interest. 
An  index  record  containing  the  subject 
title  and/or  individual’s  name  is  also 
maintained  in  the  form  of  a  paper 
logging  system. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

These  records  are  maintained 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  301. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to  the 
news  media  and  the  public  pursuant  to 
28  CFR  50.2  unless  it  is  determined  that 
release  of  the  specific  information  in  the 
context  of  a  particular  case  would 
constitute  an  unwarranted  invasion  of 
privacy. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to  a 
Member  of  Congress  or  staff  acting  on 
the  Member’s  behalf  when  the  Member 
or  staff  requests  the  information  for 
investigative  or  policymaking  purposes 
or  to  provide  constituent  assistance. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
members  of  the  judicial  branch  of  the 
Federal  Government  in  response  to  a 
specific  request  where  disclosure 
appears  relevant  to  the  authorized 
function  of  the  recipient  judicial  office 
or  court  system. 
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These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
any  civil  or  criminal  law  enforcement 
authorities,  whether  Federal,  State, 
local,  or  foreign,  which  requires 
information  relevant  to  a  civil  or 
criminal  investigation. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to  the 
National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration  (NARA)  in  records 
management  inspections  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
ofFicials  and  employees  of  the  White 
House  or  any  Federal  agency  which 
requires  information  relevant  to  an 
agency  decision  concerning  the  hiring, 
appointment,  or  retention  of  an 
employee,  the  issuance  of  a  security 
clearance,  the  conducting  of  a  security 
or  suitability  investigation,  the 
classifying  of  a  job,  or  the  issuance  of  a 
grant  or  benefit. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  to 
Federal,  State,  and  local  licensing 
agencies  or  associations  which  require 
information  concerning  the  eligibility  or 
suitability  of  an  individual  for  a  license 
or  permit. 

These  records  may  be  disclosed  in  a 
proceeding  before  a  court  or 
adjudicative  body  before  which  the 
Office  of  the  Associate  Attorney 
General,  is  authorized  to  appear  when 

(a)  the  Office  of  the  Associate  Attorney 
General,  or  any  subdivision  thereof,  or 

(b)  any  employee  of  the  Office  of  the 
Associate  Attorney  General  in  his  or  her 
official  capacity,  or  (c)  any  employee  of 
the  Office  of  the  Associate  Attorney 
General  in  his  or  her  individual  capacity 
where  the  Department  of  Justice  has 
agreed  to  represent  the  employee,  or  (d) 
the  United  States,  where  the  Office  of 
the  Associate  Attorney  General 
determines  that  litigation  is  likely  to 
affect  it  or  any  of  its  subdivisions,  is  a 
party  to  litigation  or  has  an  interest  in 
litigation  and  such  records  are 
determined  by  the  Office  of  the 
Associate  Attorney  General  to  be 
arguably  relevant  to  the  litigation. 

POUCIES  AND  PfUCnCES  FOR  STORINa, 
RETRtCVINQ,  ACCCSSINO,  RETAINING  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Records  are  stored  in  paper  folders. 
An  index  record  containing  the  subject 
title  and/or  individual's  name  is  also 
maintained  in  the  form  of  a  paper 
logging  system. 

retrievabiuty: 

By  subject  title  or  individual’s  name. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Records  are  maintained  in  locked 
cabinets  stored  in  a  locked  room  or,  in 


the  case  of  those  records  that  are 
classified,  in  safes  or  vaults  stored  in  a 
locked  room. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  are  kept  indefinitely. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Deputy  Associate  Attorney  General, 
Office  of  the  Associate  Attorney 
General.  United  States  Department  of 
Justice,  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20530. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Address  all  inquiries  to  the  system 
manager.  These  records  will  be 
exempted  from  subsections  (c)(3)  and 
(4):  (d):  (e)(1),  (2).  (3)  and  (5);  and  (g)  of 
the  Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552a(j)(2).  (k)(l).  (k)(2).  and  (k)(5). 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Make  requests  for  access  to  records 
from  this  system  in  writing  to  the  system 
manager,  and  clearly  mark  both  the 
letter  and  envelope  “Privacy  Act 
Request.” 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Make  all  requests  to  contest  or  amend 
information  maintained  in  the  system  in 
writing  to  the  system  manager.  State 
clearly  and  concisely  what  information 
is  being  contested,  the  reasons  for 
contesting  it,  and  the  proposed 
amendment(s)  to  the  information. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Source  of  information  contained  in 
this  system  include  individuals.  State, 
local  and  foreign  government  agencies 
as  appropriate,  the  executive  and 
legislative  branches  of  the  Federal 
Government,  and  interested  third 
parties. 

SYSTEM  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN  PROVISIONS 
OF  THE  act: 

The  Attorney  General  has  exempted 
this  system  from  subsections  (c)(3)  and 
(4):  (d):  (e)(1).  (2).  (3)  and  (5):  and  (g)  of 
the  Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
522a(j)(2),  (k)(l),  (k)(2),  and  (k)(5).  Rules 
have  been  promulgated  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553(b), 

(c)  and  (e)  and  have  been  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  These  exemptions 
apply  only  to  the  extent  that  information 
in  a  record  pertaining  to  a  particular 
individual  relates  to  official  Federal 
investigations  and  law  enforcement 
matters.  Those  files  indexed  under  an 
individual’s  name  which  concern  policy 
formulation  or  administrative  matters 
are  not  being  exempted  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  522a(j)(2),  (k)(l).  (k)(2),  or  (k)(5). 


JUSTiCE/OIG-001 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Office  of  the  Inspector  General 
Investigative  Records  (JUSTICE/OIG- 
001). 

SYSTEM  location: 

U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  10th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20530. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

In  connection  with  its  investigative 
duties,  the  Office  of  the  Inspector 
General  (OIG)  will  maintain  records  on 
the  following  categories  of  individuals: 

a.  Individuals  or  entities  who  are  or 
have  been  the  subject  of  inquiries  or 
investigations  conducted  by  the  OIG 
including  current  and  former  employees 
of  the  Department  of  Justice,  current  and 
former  consultants,  contractors,  and 
subcontractors  with  whom  the 
Department  has  contracted  and  their 
employees,  grantees  to  whom  the 
Department  has  awarded  grants  and 
their  employees,  and  such  other 
individuals  or  entities  whose 
association  with  the  Department  relates 
to  alleged  violation(s)  of  the 
Department’s  rules  of  conduct,  the  Civil 
Service  merit  system,  and/or  criminal  or 
civil  law,  which  may  affect  the  integrity 
or  physical  facilities  of  the  Department 
of  Justice. 

b.  Individuals  who  are  witnesses; 
complainants;  confidential  or 
nonconfidential  informants;  and  parties 
who  have  been  identified  by  the  OIG  or 
by  other  agencies,  by  constituent  units 
of  the  Department  of  Justice,  or  by 
members  of  the  general  public  as 
potential  subjects  of  or  parties  to  an 
investigation  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  OIG. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Information  relating  to  investigations 
including: 

a.  Letters,  memoranda,  and  other 
documents  citing  complaints  or  alleged 
criminal,  civil,  or  administrative 
misconduct. 

b.  Investigative  files  which  include: 
Reports  of  investigations  to  resolve 
allegations  of  misconduct  or  violations 
of  law  with  related  exhibits,  statements, 
affidavits  or  records  obtained  during 
investigations;  prior  criminal  or 
noncriminal  records  of  individuals  as 
they  relate  to  the  investigations;  reports 
from  or  to  other  law  enforcement 
bodies;  information  obtained  from 
informants  and  identifying  data  with 
respect  to  such  informants;  nature  of 
allegations  made  against  suspects  and 
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identifying  data  concerning  such 
subjects;  and  public  source  materials. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Inspector  General  Act  of  1978,  5 
U.S.C.  App.,  as  amended  by  the 
Inspector  General  Act  Amendments  of 
1988. 

purpose: 

The  Office  of  the  Inspector  General 
(OIG)  for  the  Department  of  Justice  will 
maintain  this  system  of  records  in  order 
to  conduct  its  responsibilities  pursuant 
to  the  Inspector  General  Act  of  1978,  5 
U.S.C.  App.,  as  amended  by  the 
Inspector  General  Act  Amendments  of 
1988.  The  OIG  is  statutorily  directed  to 
conduct  and  supervise  investigations 
relating  to  programs  and  operations  of 
the  Department  of  Justice,  to  promote 
economy,  efficiency,  and  effectiveness 
in  the  administration  of  such  programs 
and  operations,  and  to  prevent  and 
detect  fraud,  waste,  and  abuse  in  such 
programs  and  operations.  Accordingly, 
the  records  in  this  system  are  used  in 
the  course  of  investigating  individuals 
and  entities  suspected  of  having 
committed  illegal  or  unethical  acts  and 
in  conducting  related  criminal 
prosecutions,  civil  proceedings,  or 
administrative  actions. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Records  in  this  system  may  be 
disclosed  as  follows: 

a.  In  the  event  that  records  indicate  a 
violation  or  potential  violation  of  law, 
whether  civil,  criminal,  or  regulatory  in 
nature,  and  whether  arising  by  general 
statute  or  particular  program  statute,  or 
by  rule,  regulation,  or  oi^er  pursuant 
thereto,  or  if  records  indicate  a  violation 
or  potential  violation  of  a  contract,  the 
relevant  records  may  be  disclosed  to  the 
appropriate  agency,  whether  Federal, 
state,  local,  foreign,  or  international 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of 
investigating  or  prosecuting  such 
violation,  enforcing  or  implementing 
such  statute,  rule,  regulation,  or  order,  or 
with  enforcing  such  contract. 

b.  A  record  may  be  disclosed  to  a 
Federal,  State,  local,  foreign,  or 
international  agency,  or  to  an  individual 
or  organization  when  necessary  to  elicit 
information  which  will  assist  an 
investigation,  inspection,  or  audit. 

c.  A  record  may  be  disclosed  to  a 
Federal,  State,  local,  foreign,  or 
international  agency  maintaining  civil, 
criminal,  or  other  relevant  information  if 
necessary  to  obtain  information  relevant 
to  an  OIG  decision  concerning  the 
assignment,  hiring,  or  retention  of  an 
individual,  the  issuance  or  revocation  of 


a  security  clearance,  the  reporting  of  an 
investigation  of  an  individual,  the  letting 
of  a  contract,  or  the  issuance  or 
revocation  of  a  license,  grant,  or  other 
benefit. 

d.  A  record  may  be  disclosed  to  a 
Federal,  State,  local,  foreign,  or 
international  agency  in  response  to  its 
request  in  connection  with  the 
assignment,  hiring,  or  retention  of  an 
individual,  the  issuance  or  revocation  of 
a  security  clearance,  the  reporting  of  an 
investigation  of  an  individual,  letting  of 
a  contract,  or  the  issuance  or  revocation 
of  a  license,  grant,  or  other  benefit  by 
the  requesting  agency  to  the  extent  that 
the  information  is  relevant  and 
necessary  to  the  requesting  agency’s 
decision  on  the  matter. 

e.  A  record  may  be  disclosed  to  a 
Member  of  Congress  or  staff  acting  upon 
the  Member’s  behalf  when  the  Member 
or  staff  requests  the  information  on 
behalf  of,  and  the  request  of,  the 
individual  who  is  the  subject  of  the 
record. 

f.  Relevant  records  may  be  disclosed 
to  an  administrative  forum,  including  Ad 
Hoc  forums,  which  may  or  may  not 
include  an  Administrative  Law  Judge, 
and  which  may  or  may  not  convene 
public  hearings/proceedings,  or  to  other 
established  adjudicatory  or  regulatory 
agencies,  e.g.,  the  Merit  Systems 
Protection  Board,  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board,  or  other  agencies  with 
similar  or  related  statutory 
responsibilities,  where  necessary  to 
adjudicate  decisions  affecting 
individuals  who  are  the  subject  of  OIG 
investigations  and/or  who  are  covered 
by  this  system,  including  (but  not  limited 
to]  decisions  to  effect  any  necessary 
remedial  actions,  e.g.,  the  initiation  of 
debt  collection  activity,  disciplinary 
and/or  other  appropriate  personnel 
actions,  and/or  other  law  enforcement 
related  actions,  where  appropriate. 

g.  A  record  may  be  disclosed  to  the 
National  Archives  and  to  the  General 
Services  Administration  during  a 
records  management  inspection 
conducted  under  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

h.  Information  permitted  to  be 
released  to  the  news  media  and  the 
public  pursuant  to  28  CFR  502  may  be 
added  available  unless  it  is  determined 
that  release  of  the  specific  information 
in  the  context  of  a  particular  case  would 
constitute  an  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy, 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Information  in  this  system  is  stored 
manually  in  file  jackets  and 


electronically  in  office  automation 
equipment. 

retrievability: 

Entries  are  arranged  alphabetically 
and  are  retrieved  with  reference  to  the 
surnames  of  the  individuals  covered  by 
this  system  of  records. 

safeguards: 

Information  is  stored  in  safes,  locked 
filing  cabinets,  and  office  automation 
equipment  in  secured  rooms  or  in 
guarded  buildings,  and  is  used  only  by 
authorized,  screened  personnel.  Manual 
records  are  in  locked  cabinets  or  in 
safes  and  can  be  accessed  by  key  or 
combination  formula  only.  Passwords 
are  required  to  access  the  automated 
data. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  in  this  system  are  retained 
and  disposed  of  in  accordance  with 
General  Records  Schedule  22. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  Office 
of  the  Inspector  General  Department  of 
Justice.  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW,  Washington.  DC  20530. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Address  inquiries  to  the  System 
Manager  listed  above. 

RECORDS  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

The  major  part  of  this  system  is 
exempted  from  this  requirement 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(j)(2j,  (k)(lj, 
(k)(2j.  To  the  extent  that  this  system  of 
records  is  not  subject  to  exemption,  it  is 
subject  to  access.  A  determination  as  to 
exemption  shall  be  made  at  the  time  a 
request  for  access  is  received.  A  request 
for  access  to  records  contained  in  this 
system  shall  be  made  in  writing,  with 
the  envelope  and  the  letter  clearly 
marked  “Privacy  Access  Request.” 
Include  in  this  request  the  full  name  of 
the  individual  involved,  his  or  her 
current  address,  date  and  place  of  birth, 
notarized  signature,  and  any  other 
identifying  number  or  information  which 
may  be  of  assistance  in  locating  the 
record.  The  requester  shall  also  provide 
a  return  address  for  transmitting  the 
information.  Access  requests  shall  be 
directed  to  the  System  Manager  listed 
above. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  major  part  of  this  system  is 
exempted  from  this  requirement 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(j)(2l,  (k](lj,  or 
(kj(2}.  To  the  extent  that  this  system  of 
records  is  not  subject  to  exemption,  it  is 
subject  to  access  and  contest.  A 
detemination  as  to  exemption  shall  be 
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made  at  the  time  a  request  for  contest  is 
received.  Requesters  shall  direct  their 
request  to  the  System  Manager  listed 
above,  stating  clearly  and  concisely 
what  information  is  being  contested,  the 
reason  for  contesting  it,  and  the 
proposed  amendment  to  the  information. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

The  subjects  of  investigations: 
individuals  with  whom  the  subjects  of 
investigations  are  associated;  current 
and  former  Department  of  Justice 
officers  and  employees;  Federal,  State, 
local  and  foreign  law  enforcement  and 
non-law  enforcement  agencies;  private 
citizens;  witnesses;  confidential  and 
nonconfidential  informants;  and  public 
source  materials. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

The  Attorney  General  has  exempted 
this  system  from  subsections  (c)(3]  and 
(4).  (d).  {e)(l),  (2).  (3).  (5)  and  (8).  and  (g) 
of  the  Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552a(j)(2).  In  addition,  the  system  has 
been  exempted  from  subsections  (c}(3). 

(d) ,  and  (e](l),  pursuant  to  subsections 
(kj(l)  and  (k)(2).  Rules  have  been 
promulgated  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553(b),  (c)  and 

(e)  and  have  been  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

JUSTICE/ATR-002 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Congressional  and  White  House 
Referral  Correspondence  Log  File. 

SYSTEM  LOCATIONS: 

U.S.  Department  of  Justice;  10th  & 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20530. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Present  and  former  members  of 
Congress  and  citizens  whose 
correspondence  is  received  directly  or 
referred  by  members  of  Congress  or 
Congressional  or  While  House  staff. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

This  system  contains  an  index  record 
to  correspondence  from  citizens,  present 
and  former  members  of  the  Congress 
and  Congressional  or  White  House  staff. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Authority  for  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  this  system  exists  under 
44  U.S.C.  3101  and  5  U.S.C.  301. 

PURPOSE(S): 

The  purpose  of  this  system  is  to 
enable  Antitrust  Division  personnel  to 
monitor  responses  and  identify  other 
material  related  to  citizen  inquiries  and 


inquiries  or  referrals  by  members  or 
committees  of  the  Congress  and  their 
staffs  and  by  the  White  House  staff. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

A  record  maintained  in  this  system,  or 
any  facts  derived  therefrom,  may  be 
disseminated  in  a  proceeding  before  a 
court  or  adjudicative  body  before  which 
the  Antitrust  Division  is  authorized  to 
appear,  when  (1)  the  Antitrust  Division, 
or  any  subdivision  thereof;  or  (2)  any 
employee  of  the  Antitrust  Division  in  his 
or  her  official  capacity:  or  (3)  any 
employee  of  the  Antitrust  Division  in  his 
or  her  individual  capacity  where  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  agreed  to 
represent  the  employee;  or  (4)  the  United 
States,  or  any  agency  or  subdivision 
thereof;  or  (5)  the  United  States,  where 
the  Antitrust  Division  determines  that 
the  litigation  is  likely  to  affect  it  or  any 
of  its  subdivisions,  is  a  party  to  litigation 
and  such  record  are  determined  by  the 
Antitrust  Division  to  be  arguably 
relevant  to  the  litigation. 

Release  of  information  to  the  news 
media:  Information  permitted  to  be 
released  to  the  news  media  and  the 
public  pursuant  to  28  CFR  50.2  may  be 
made  available  from  systems  of  records 
maintained  by  the  Department  of  Justice 
unless  it  is  determined  the  release  of  the 
specific  information  in  the  context  of  a 
particular  case  would  constitute  an 
unwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy. 

Release  of  information  to  Members  of 
Congress.  Information  contained  in 
systems  of  records  maintained  by  the 
Department  of  Justice,  not  otherwise 
required  to  be  released  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552,  may  be  made  available  to  a 
Member  of  Congress  or  staff  acting  upon 
the  Member’s  behalf  when  the  Member 
or  staff  requests  the  information  on 
behalf  of  and  at  the  request  of  the 
individual  who  is  the  subject  of  the 
record. 

Release  of  information  to  the  National 
Archives  and  Records  Administration 
(NARA)  and  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  (GSA):  A  record  from  a 
system  of  records  may  be  disclosed  as  a 
routine  use  to  NARA  and  GSA  in 
records  management  inspections 
conducted  under  the  authority  of  44 
U.S.C.  2904  and  2906. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Paper  documents  are  stored  in 
looseleaf  binders  and  file  folders; 
abbreviated  or  summarized  information 


is  stored  in  a  computerized  tracking 
system. 

RETRIEV  ability: 

Inquiry  and  response  documents  are 
retrieved  by  date  or  through  manual  and 
automated  indexes  which  are  accessed 
by  name,  subject  matter,  control 
number,  etc.  Summary  data  on  inquiries 
received  prior  to  March  7, 1983,  is 
retrieved  from  the  manual  index  cards; 
as  of  March  7, 1983,  a  summary  data  is 
retrieved  from  magnetic  disks  and  tapes. 
Summary  data  consists  of  data  elements 
as  Congressional  Member  or  constituent 
name,  subject  matter,  date  of  inquiry, 
date  assigned,  date  of  response,  etc. 

safeguards: 

Information  contained  in  the  system  is 
unclassified.  During  working  hours 
access  to  the  system  is  controlled  and 
monitored  by  Antitrust  division 
personnel  in  the  area  where  the  system 
is  maintained;  during  non-duty  hours  all 
doors  to  such  area  are  locked.  In 
addition  only  Antitrust  Division 
personnel  who  have  a  need  for  the 
information  contained  in  the  system 
have  the  appropriate  password  for 
access  to  the  system. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Indefinite. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Chief.  Legislative  Unit:  Antitrust 
Division:  U.S.  Department  of  Justice: 

10th  &  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20530. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Address  inquiries  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General:  Antitrust  Division: 
Department  of  Justice:  10th  & 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20530. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  for  access  for  a  record  from 
this  system  shall  be  written  and  clearly 
identified  as  “Privacy  Access  Request”. 
The  request  should  include  the  name  of 
the  member  of  Congress  or  White  House 
staff  originating  a  request  or  referral  and 
the  date  thereof.  Requester  should 
indicate  a  return  address. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Individuals  desiring  to  contest  or 
amend  information  maintained  in  the 
system  should  state  clearly  and 
concisely  what  information  is  being 
contested,  the  reasons  for  contesting  it 
and  the  proposed  amendment  to  the 
information  sought. 
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RECORD  SOURCE  CATEOORIES: 

Source  of  information  maintained  in 
the  system  are  those  records  reflecting 
inquiries  or  referrals  of  citizen 
correspondence  by  present  and  former 
members  of  Congress  and  Congressional 
or  White  House  staff. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

JUSTICE/FBI  001 
SYSTEM  name: 

National  Crime  Information  Center 
(NCIC). 

SYSTEM  location: 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation:  J. 
Edgar  Hoover  Bldg.,  10th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20535. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIOUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

A.  Wanted  Persons:  1.  Individuals  for 
whom  Federal  warrants  are  outstanding. 

2.  Individuals  who  have  committed  or 
have  been  identified  with  an  offense 
which  is  classified  as  a  felony  or  serious 
misdemeanor  under  the  existing  penal 
statutes  of  the  jurisdictions  originating 
the  entry  and  felony  or  misdemeanor 
warrant  has  been  issued  for  the 
individual  with  respect  to  the  offense 
which  was  the  basis  of  the  entry. 
Probation  and  parole  violators  meeting 
the  foregoing  criteria. 

3.  A  "Temporary  Felony  Want”  may 
be  entered  when  a  law  enforcement 
agency  has  need  to  take  prompt  action 
to  establish  a  “want”  entry  for  the 
apprehension  of  a  person  who  has 
committed,  or  the  officer  has  reasonable 
grounds  to  believe  has  committed,  a 
felony  and  who  may  seek  refuge  by 
fleeing  across  jurisdictionary  boundaries 
and  circumstances  preclude  the 
immediate  procurement  of  a  felony 
warrant.  A  ‘Temporary  Felony  Want” 
shall  be  specifically  identified  as  such 
and  subject  to  verification  and  support 
by  a  proper  warrant  within  48  hours 
following  the  initial  entry  of  a  temporary 
want.  The  agency  originating  the 
“Temporary  Felony  Want”  shall  be 
responsible  for  subsequent  verification 
or  re-entry  of  a  permanent  want 

4.  Juveniles  who  have  been 
adjudicated  delinquent  and  who  have 
escaped  or  absconded  from  custody, 
even  though  no  arrest  warrants  were 
issued.  Juveniles  who  have  been 
charged  with  the  commission  of  a 
delinquent  act  that  would  be  a  crime  if 
committed  by  an  adult  and  who  have 
fled  from  the  state  where  the  act  was 
committed. 


5.  Individuals  who  have  committed  or 
have  been  identified  with  an  offense 
committed  in  a  foreign  country,  which 
would  be  a  felony  if  committed  in  the 
United  States,  and  for  whom  a  warrant 
of  arrest  is  outstanding  and  for  wdiich 
act  an  extradition  treaty  exists  between 
the  United  States  and  that  country. 

6.  Individuals  who  have  committed  or 
have  been  identified  with  an  offense 
committed  in  Canada  and  for  whom  a 
Canada-Wide  Warrant  has  been  issued 
which  meets  the  requirements  of  the 
Canada-U.S.  Extradition  Treaty,  18 
U.S.C.  3184. 

B.  Individuals  who  have  been  charged 
with  serious  and/or  significant  offenses. 

C.  Missing  Persons:  1.  A  person  of  any 
age  who  is  missing  and  who  is  under 
proven  physical/mental  disability  or  is 
senile,  thereby  subjecting  himself  or 
others  to  personal  and  immediate 
danger. 

2.  A  person  of  any  age  who  is  missing 
under  circumstances  indicating  that  his 
disappearance  was  not  voluntary. 

3.  A  person  of  any  age  who  is  missing 
under  circumstances  indicating  that  his 
physical  safety  is  in  danger. 

4.  A  person  who  is  missing  and 
declared  unemancipated  as  defined  by 
the  laws  of  his  state  of  residence  and 
does  not  meet  any  of  the  entry  criteria 
set  forth  in  1,  2,  or  3  above. 

D.  Individuals  designated  by  the  U.S. 
Secret  Service  as  posing  a  potential 
danger  to  the  President  and/or  other 
authorized  protectees. 

E.  Unidentified  Persons:  1.  Any 
unidentified  deceased  person.  2.  Any 
person  who  is  living  and  imable  to 
ascertain  his/her  identity  (e.g.,  infant, 
amnesia  victim].  3.  Any  unidentified 
catastrophe  victim.  4.  Body  parts  when  a 
body  has  been  dismembered. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

A.  Stolen  Vehicle  File:  1.  Stolen 
vehicles.  2.  Vehicles  wanted  in 
conjunction  with  felonies  or  serious 
misdemeanors.  3.  Stolen  vehicle  parts 
including  certificates  of  origin  or  title. 

B.  Stolen  License  Plate  File:  1.  Stolen 
or  missing  license  plate. 

C.  Stolen/Missing  Gun  File:  1.  Stolen 
or  missing  guns.  2.  Recovered  guns, 
when  ownership  of  which  has  not  been 
established. 

D.  Stolen  Article  File. 

E.  Wanted  Persons  File:  Dscribed  in 
“CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS 
COVERED  BY  THE  SYSTEM.  A. 

Wanted  Persons.” 

F.  Securities  File:  1.  Serially  numbered 
stolen,  embezzled,  counterfeited, 
missing  securities. 

2.  “Securities”  for  present  purposes  of 
this  file  are  currency  (e.g.,  biHs,  bank 
notes]  and  those  documents  or 


certificates  which  generally  are 
considered  to  be  evidence  of  debt  (e.g., 
bonds,  debentures,  notes]  or  ownership 
of  property  (e.g.,  common  stock, 
preferred  stock],  and  documents  which 
represent  subscription  rights,  warrants 
and  which  are  of  those  types  traded  in 
the  securities  exchanges  in  the  United 
States,  except  for  commodities  futures. 
Also  included  are  warehouse  receipts, 
travelers  checks  and  money  orders. 

G.  Stolen  Boat  File 

H.  Computerized  Criminal  History 
File:  A  cooperative  Federal-state 
program  for  the  interstate  exchange  of 
criminal  history  record  information  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  interstate 
exchange  of  such  information  among 
criminal  justice  agencies. 

I.  Missing  Person  File:  Described  in 
“CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS 
COVERED  BY  THE  SYSTEM:  C.  Missing 
persons.” 

J.  U.S.  Secret  Service  Protective  File: 
Described  in  “CATEGORIES  OF 
INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM:  D.” 

K.  Identification  records  regarding 
persons  enrolled  in  the  United  States 
Marshals  Service  Witness  Security 
Program  who  have  been  charged  with 
serious  and/or  significant  offenses: 
Described  in  “CATEGORIES  OF 
INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM:  B.” 

L  Foreign  Fugitive  File:  Identification 
data  regarding  persons  who  are  fugitives 
from  foreign  countries,  who  are 
described  in  “CATEGORIES  OF 
INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM:  A.  Wanted  Persons,  5.” 

M.  Canadian  Warrant  File: 
Identification  data  regarding  Canadian 
wanted  persons  who  are  described  in 
“CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS 
COVERED  BY  THE  SYSTEM:  A, 

Wanted  Persons,  6.” 

N.  Unidentified  Person  File:  Described 
in  “CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS 
COVERED  BY  THE  SYSTEM:  E. 
Unidentified  Persons.” 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

The  system  is  established  and 
maintained  in  accordance  with  28  U.S.C. 
534;  Department  of  Justice 
Appropriation  Act,  1973,  Pub.  L  92-544, 
86  Stat.  1115,  Securities  Acts 
Amendment  of  1975,  Pub.  L.  94-29,  89 
Stat.  97;  and  Exec.  Order  No.  10450,  3 
CFR  (1974]. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Data  in  NCIC  files  is  exchang^  with 
and  for  the  official  use  of  authorized 
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officials  of  the  Federal  Government,  the 
States,  cities,  penal  and  other 
institutions,  and  certain  foreign 
governments.  The  data  is  exchanged 
through  NCIC  lines  to  Federal  criminal 
justice  agencies,  criminal  justice 
agencies  in  the  50  States,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  U.S.  Possessions 
and  U.S.  Territories.  Additionally,  data 
contained  in  the  various  “want  files," 
i.e.,  the  stolen  vehicle  file,  stolen  license 
plate  file,  stolen  missing  gun  Hie,  stolen 
article  Ole,  wanted  person  file,  securities 
file  and  boat  Hie  may  be  accessed  by  the 
Royal  Canadian  Mounted  Police. 

Criminal  history  data  is  disseminated  to 
non-criminal  justice  agencies  for  use  in 
connection  with  licensing  for  local/state 
employment  or  other  uses,  but  only 
where  such  dissemination  is  authorized 
by  Federal  or  state  statutes  and 
approved  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States. 

Data  in  NCIC  files,  other  than  the 
Computerized  Criminal  History  File,  is 
disseminated  to  (1)  a  nongovernmental 
agency  or  submit  thereof  which 
allocates  a  substantial  part  of  its  annual 
budget  to  the  administration  of  criminal 
justice,  whose  regularly  employed  peace 
ofHcers  have  full  police  powers  pursuant 
to  state  law  and  have  complied  with  the 
minimum  employment  standards  of 
govemmentally  employed  police  officers 
as  specified  by  state  statute;  (2)  a 
noncriminal  justice  governmental 
department  of  motor  vehicle  or  driver’s 
license  registry  established  by  a  statute, 
which  provides  vehicles  registration  and 
driver  record  information  to  criminal 
justice  agencies;  (3)  a  governmental 
regional  dispatch  center,  established  by 
a  state  statute,  resolution,  ordinance  or 
Executive  order,  which  provides 
communications  services  to  criminal 
justice  agencies;  and  (4)  the  national 
Automobile  Theft  Bureau,  a 
nongovernmental  nonprofit  agency 
which  acts  as  a  national  clearinghouse 
for  information  on  stolen  vehicles  and 
offers  free  assistance  to  law 
enforcement  agencies  concerning 
automobile  thefts,  identification  and 
recovery  of  stolen  vehicles. 

Disclosures  of  information  from  this 
system,  as  described  above,  are  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  information  to 
authorized  agencies  to  facilitate  the 
apprehension  of  fugitives,  the  location  of 
missing  persons,  the  location  and/or 
return  of  stolen  property,  or  similar 
criminal  justice  objectives. 

Information  on  missing  children, 
missing  adults  who  were  reported 
missing  while  children,  and  unidentified 
living  and  deceased  persons  may  be 
disclosed  to  the  National  Center  for 
Missing  and  Exploited  Children 


(NCMEC).  The  NCMEC  is  a 
nongovernmental,  nonprofit,  federally 
funded  corporation,  serving  as  a 
national  resource  and  technical 
assistance  clearinghouse  focusing  on 
missing  and  exploited  children. 
Information  is  disclosed  to  NCMEC  to 
assist  it  in  its  efforts  to  provide 
technical  assistance  and  education  to 
parents  and  local  governments  regarding 
the  problems  of  missing  and  exploited 
children,  and  to  operate  a  nationwide 
missing  children  hotline  to  permit 
members  of  the  public  to  telephone  the 
Center  from  anywhere  in  the  United 
States  with  information  about  a  missing 
child. 

In  addition,  information  may  be 
released  to  the  news  media  and  the 
public  pursuant  to  28  CFR  50.2,  unless  it 
is  determined  that  release  of  the  specific 
information  in  the  context  of  a  particular 
case  would  constitute  an  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy; 

To  a  Member  or  Congress  of  staff 
acting  upon  the  member’s  behalf  whom 
the  member  or  staff  requests  the 
information  on  behalf  of  and  at  the 
request  of  the  individual  who  is  the 
subject  of  the  record;  and. 

To  the  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration  and  the  General 
Services  Administration  in  records 
management  inspections  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Information  maintained  in  the  NCIC 
system  is  stored  electronically  for  use  in 
a  computer  environment. 

RETRIEV  ability: 

On-line  access  to  data  in  NCIC  is 
achieved  by  using  the  following  search 
descriptors.  1.  Vehicle  file: 

(a)  Vehicle  identification  number; 

(b)  License  plate  number; 

(c)  NCIC  number  (unique  number 
assigned  by  the  NCIC  computer  to  each 
NCIC  record).;  (d)  Owner  applied 
number.  2.  License  Plate  File:  (a)  License 
plate  number;  (b)  NCIC  number.  3.  Gun 
file:  (a)  Serial  number  of  gun;  (b)  NCIC 
number.  4.  Article  File:  (a)  Serial  number 
of  article:  (b)  NCIC  number.;  (c)  Owner 
applied  number.  5.  Wanted  Person  File, 
U.S.  Secret  Service  Protective  File, 
Foreign  Fugitive  File,  and  Canadian 
Warrant  File:  (a)  Name  and  one  of  the 
following  numerical  identifiers,  date  of 
birth,  FBI  Number  (number  assigned  by 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  to  an 
arrest  fingerprint  record).  Social 
Security  number  (it  is  noted  the 
requirements  of  the  Privacy  Act  with 


regard  to  the  solicitation  of  Social 
Security  numbers  have  been  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  members  of  the 
NCIC  system).  Operator’s  license 
number  (drivers  number).  Miscellaneous 
identifying  number  (military  number  or 
number  assigned  by  Federal,  state,  or 
local  authorities  to  an  individual's 
record).  Origination  agency  case 
number,  (b)  Vehicle  or  license  plate 
known  to  be  in  the  possession  of  the 
wanted  person,  (c)  NCIC  number 
(unique  number  assigned  to  each  NCIC 
record).  6.  Securities  File:  (a)  Type, 
serial  number,  denomination  of  security: 
(b)  Type  of  security  and  name  of  owner 
of  security:  (c)  Social  Security  number  of 
owner  of  security;  (d)  NCIC  number.  7. 
Boat  File;  (a)  Registration  document 
number;  (b)  Hull  serial  numbec  (c)  NCIC 
number.  8.  Computerized  Criminal 
History  File:  (a)  Name,  sex,  race  and 
date  of  birth;  (b)  FBI  number:  (c)  State 
identification  number;  (d)  Social 
Security  number;  (e)  Miscellaneous 
number.  9.  Missing  Person  File:  Same  as 
“Wanted  Person’’  File,  plus  the  age,  sex, 
race,  height  and  weight,  eye  and  hair 
color,  of  the  missing  individual.  10. 
Unidentified  Person  File:  Age,  sex,  race, 
height  and  weight,  eye  and  hair  color,  of 
the  unidentified  individual. 

safeguards: 

Data  stored  in  the  NCIC  is 
documented  criminal  justice  agency 
information  and  access  to  that  data  is 
restricted  to  duly  authorized  criminal 
justice  agencies.  The  following  security 
measures  are  the  minimum  to  be 
adopted  by  all  criminal  justice  agencies 
having  access  to  the  NCIC. 

Computerized  Criminal  History  File. 
These  measures  are  designed  to  prevent 
unauthorized  access  to  the  system  data 
and/or  unauthorized  use  of  data 
obtained  from  the  computerized  file. 

1.  Computer  Center:  a.  The  criminal 
justice  agency  computer  site  must  have 
adequate  physical  security  to  protect 
against  any  unauthorized  personnel 
gaining  access  to  the  computer 
equipment  or  to  any  of  the  stored  data, 
b.  Since  personnel  at  these  computer 
centers  can  have  access  data  stored  in 
the  system,  they  must  be  screened 
thoroughly  under  the  authority  and 
supervision  of  an  NCIC  control  terminal 
agency.  [This  authority  and  supervision 
may  be  delegated  to  responsible 
criminal  justice  agency  personnel  in  the 
case  of  a  satellite  computer  center  being 
serviced  through  a  stated  control 
terminal  agency.)  This  screening  will 
also  apply  to  non-criminal  justice 
maintenance  or  technical  personnel,  c. 
All  visitors  to  these  computer  centers 
must  be  accompanied  by  staff  personnel 
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at  all  times,  d.  Computers  having  access 
to  the  NCIC  must  have  the  proper 
computer  instructions  written  and  other 
built-in  controls  to  prevent  criminal 
history  data  from  being  accessible  to 
any  terminals  other  than  authorized 
terminals,  e.  Computers  having  access  to 
the  NCIC  must  maintain  a  record  of  all 
transac^tions  against  the  criminal  history 
file  in  the  same  manner  the  NCIC 
computer  logs  all  transactions.  The 
NCIC  identities  each  specific  agency 
entering  or  receiving  information  and 
maintains  a  record  of  those  transactions. 
This  transaction  record  must  be 
monitored  and  reviewed  on  a  regular 
basis  to  detect  any  possible  misuse  of 
criminal  history  data.  f.  Each  State 
Control  terminal  shall  build  its  data 
system  around  a  central  computer, 
through  which  each  inquiry  must  pass 
for  screening  and  verification.  The 
configuration  and  operation  of  the 
center  shall  provide  for  the  integrity  of 
the  data  base. 

2.  Communications:  a.  Lines/channels 
being  used  to  transmit  criminal  history 
information  must  be  dedicated  solely  to 
criminal  justice,  i.e.,  there  must  be  no 
terminals  belonging  to  agencies  outside 
the  criminal  justice  system  sharing  these 
lines/channels,  b.  Physical  security  of 
the  lines/channels  must  be  protected  to 
guard  against  clandestine  devices  being 
utilized  to  intercept  or  inject  system 
traffic. 

3.  Terminal  Devices  Having  Access  to 
NCIC:  a.  All  agencies  having  terminals 
on  this  system  must  be  required  to 
physically  place  these  terminals  in 
secure  locations  within  the  authorized 
agency,  b.  The  agencies  having 
terminals  with  access  to  criminal  history 
must  have  terminal  operators  screened 
and  restricted  access  to  the  terminal  to  a 
minimum  number  of  authorized 
employees,  c.  Copies  of  criminal  history 
data  obtained  from  terminal  devices 
must  be  afforded  security  to  prevent  any 
unauthorized  access  to  or  use  of  the 
data.  d.  All  remote  terminals  on  NCIC 
Computerized  Criminal  History  will 
maintain  a  hard  copy  of  computerized 
criminal  history  inquiries  with  notations 
of  individual  making  request  for  record 
(90  days). 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAU 

Unless  otherwise  removed,  records 
will  be  retained  in  files  as  follows: 

1.  Vehicle  File:  a.  Unrecovered  stolen 
vehicle  records  (including  snowmobile 
records)  which  do  not  contain  vehicle 
identification  numbers  (VIN)  therein, 
will  be  purged  from  tile  90  days  after 
date  of  entry.  Unrecovered  stolen 
vehicle  records  (including  snowmobile 
records)  which  contain  VIN’s  will 
remain  in  file  for  the  year  of  entry  plus 


b.  Unrecovered  vehicles  wanted  in 
conjunction  with  a  felony  will  remain  in 
tile  for  90  days  after  entry.  In  the  event  a 
longer  retention  period  is  desired,  the 
vehicle  must  be  reentered,  c. 

Unrecovered  stolen  VIN  plates, 
certiticates  of  origin  or  title,  and  serially 
numbered  stolen  vehicles  engines  or 
transmissions  will  remain  in  file  for  the 
year  of  entry  plus  4. 

(Job  No.  NCl-65-82-4.  Part  E.  13  h.(l)) 

2.  License  Plate  File:  Uiuecovered 
stolen  license  plates  will  remain  in  tile 
for  one  year  after  the  end  of  the  plate’s 
expiration  year  as  shown  in  the  record. 

(Job  No.  NCl-65-02-4.  Part  E.  13  h.(2)) 

3.  Gun  tile:  a.  Unrecovered  weapons 
will  be  retained  in  tile  for  an  indetinite 
period  until  action  is  taken  by  the 
originating  agency  to  clear  the  record,  b. 
Weapons  entered  in  tile  as  “recovered” 
weapons  will  remain  in  tile  for  the 
balance  of  the  year  entered  plus  2. 

(Job  No.  NCl-65-«2-4,  Part  E.  13  h.(3)) 

4.  Article  File:  Unrecovered  stolen 
articles  will  be  retained  for  the  balance 
of  the  year  entered  plus  one  year. 

(Job  No.  NCl-65-82-4,  Part  E.  13  h.(4)) 

5.  Wanted  Person  File:  Person  not 
located  will  remain  in  tile  indetinitely 
until  action  is  taken  by  the  originating 
agency  to  clear  the  record  (except 
“Temporary  Felony  Wants”,  which  will 
be  automatically  removed  from  the  tile 
after  48  hours). 

(Job  No.  NCl-65-87-114,  Part  E.  13  h.(7)) 

6.  Securities  File:  Unrecovered,  stolen, 
embezzled,  counterfeited  or  missing 
securities  will  be  retained  for  the 
balance  of  the  year  entered  plus  4, 
except  for  travelers  checks  and  money 
orders,  which  will  be  retained  for  the 
balance  of  the  year  entered  plus  2. 

(Job  No.  NCl-65-82-4,  Part  E.  13  h.(5)) 

7.  Boat  File:  Unrecovered  stolen  boats 
will  be  retained  in  tile  for  the  balance  of 
the  year  entered  plus  4.  Unrecovered 
stolen  boat  records  which  do  not 
contain  a  hull  serial  number  will  be 
purged  from  file  90  days  after  date  of 
entry. 

(Job  No.  NCl-65-82-4,  Part  E.  13  h.(6)) 

8.  Missing  Persons  File:  Will  remain  in 
the  file  until  the  individual  is  located. 

(Job  No.  NCl-65-87-11.  Part  E.  13  h.(8)) 

9.  Computerized  Criminal  History  File: 
When  an  individual  reaches  age  of  80. 


(Job  No.  NCl-65-76-1) 

10.  U.S.  Secret  Service  Protective  File: 
Will  be  retained  until  names  are 
removed  by  the  U.S.  Secret  Service. 

11.  Foreign  Fugitive  File:  Person  not 
located  will  remain  in  tile  indetinitely 
until  action  is  taken  by  the  originating 
agency  to  clear  the  record. 

12.  Canadian  Warrant  File:  Person  not 
located  will  remain  in  tile  indetinitely 
until  action  is  taken  by  the  originating 
agency  to  clear  the  record. 

13.  Unidentified  Person  File:  Will  be 
retained  for  the  remainder  of  the  year  of 
entry  plus  9. 

SYSTEM  MANAQER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director,  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  J.  Edgar  Hoover  Building, 
10th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20535. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURES: 

Same  as  the  above. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURE: 

It  is  noted  the  Attorney  General  is 
exempting  this  system  ti'om  the  access 
and  contest  procedures  of  the  Privacy 
Act.  However,  the  following  alternative 
procedures  are  available  to  requester. 
The  procedures  by  which  an  individual 
may  obtain  a  copy  of  his  computerized 
Criminal  History  are  as  follows: 

If  an  individual  has  a  criminal  record 
supported  by  tingerprints  and  that 
record  has  been  entered  in  the  NCIC 
CCH  File,  it  is  available  to  that 
individual  for  review,  upon  presentation 
of  appropriate  identification  and  in 
accordance  with  applicable  State  and 
Federal  administrative  and  statutory 
regulations. 

Appropriate  identitication  includes 
being  tingerprinted  for  the  purpose  of 
insuring  that  he  is  the  individual  that  he 
purports  to  be.  The  record  on  tile  will 
then  be  veritied  as  his  through 
comparison  of  tingerprints. 

Procedure  1.  All  requests  for  review 
must  be  made  by  the  subject  of  his 
record  through  a  law  enforcement 
agency  which  has  access  to  the  NCIC 
CCH  File.  That  agency  within  statutory 
or  regulatory  limits  can  require 
additional  identitication  to  assist  in 
securing  a  positive  identitication. 

2.  If  the  cooperative  law  enforcement 
agency  can  make  an  identitication  with 
tingerprints  previously  taken  which  are 
on  file  locally  and  if  the  FBI 
identitication  number  of  the  individual’s 
record  is  available  to  that  agency,  it  can 
make  an  on-line  inquiry  of  NCIC  to 
obtain  his  record  on-line  or,  if  it  does 
not  have  suitable  equipment  to  obtain 
an  on-line  response,  obtain  the  record 
from  Washington,  DC  by  mail.  The 
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individual  will  then  be  afforded  the 
opportunity  to  see  that  record. 

3.  Should  the  cooperating  law 
enforcement  agency  not  have  the 
individual's  fingerprints  on  file  locally,  it 
is  necessary  for  that  agency  to  relate  his 
prints  to  an  existing  record  by  having 
his  identification  prints  compared  with 
those  already  on  file  in  the  or 
possibly  in  the  State's  central 
identification  agency. 

CONTESTINQ  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  subject  of  the  requested  record 
shall  request  the  appropriate  arresting 
agency,  court,  or  correctional  agency  to 
initiate  action  necessary  to  correct  any 
stated  inaccuracy  in  his  record  or 
provide  the  information  needed  to  make 
the  record  complete. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  contained  in  the  NCIC 
system  is  obtained  from  local,  State, 
Federal  and  international  criminal 
justice  agencies. 

SYSTBNS  EXBSPTEO  PROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

The  Attorney  General  has  exempted 
this  system  from  subsection  (c)(3)  and 
(4).  (d).  (e)  (1)  (2),  and  (3),  (e)(4)  (G).  (H). 
(e)(8)  (f)  and  (g)  of  the  Privacy  Act 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(j)(2)  and 
(k](3).Rules  have  been  promulgated  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  5 
U.S.C.  S53(b).  (c)  and  (e)  and  have  been 
published  in  the  Federal  Regbter. 

JUSTICE/FBI  006 

SYSTEM  NANK: 

Electronic  Surveillance  (Elsur) 

Indices. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. ). 
Edgar  Hoover  Bldg..  10th  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20535.  Those  field  offices  which 
have  sought  conducted  electronic 
surveillances  also  maintain  an  index. 
See  appendix  to  System  002. 

CATEGORIES  OF  WOIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Individuals  who  have  been  the  targets 
of  direct  electronic  surveillance 
coverage  by  FBI  in  a  court  order,  those 
whose  communications  have  been 
monitored /intercepted  by  an  FBI 
electronic  surveillance  installation, 
those  who  won,  lease,  or  license 
premises  subjected  to  electronic 
surveillance  coverage  sought  by  the  FBI 
in  a  court  order. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM; 

The  ELSUR  Index  is  comprised  of 
three  types  of  automated  records:  1. 
Principal  identify,  by  true  name  or  best 


known  name,  all  interceptees  (targets) 
identiffed  in  an  application  filed  by  the 
FBI  in  support  of  an  affidavit  seeking  a 
court  order  to  conduct  an  electronic 
surveillance;  2.  Proprietary  Interest 
identify  entities  and/or  individuals  who 
own,  lease,  license  or  otherwise  hold  a 
possessory  interest  in  locations 
subjected  to  an  electronic  surveillance 
sought  by  the  FBI  in  a  court  order,  and, 

3.  Overhear  identify  by  true  name  or 
best  known  name,  individuals  and/or 
entities  who  have  been  reasonably 
identified  by  a  first  name  or  initial  and  a 
last  name  at  being  a  party  to  a 
communication  monitored/intercepted 
by  the  FBI. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

The  ELSUR  Index  was  initiated  in 
October.  1966,  at  the  recommendation  of 
the  Department  of  justice  and  relates  to 
electronic  surveillances  conducted/ 
sought  by  the  FBI  since  1/1/60.  The 
authority  for  the  maintenance  of  these 
records  is  Title  5,  Section  301,  USC 
which  grants  the  Attorney  General  the 
authority  to  issue  rules  and  regulations 
prescribing  how  Department  of  justice 
information  can  be  employed.  Title  18, 
U.S.C.  Section  3504,  also  sets  forth 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAMTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUOINO  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

The  Elsur  Indices  are  utilized:  (1)  To 
respond  to  judicial  inquires  about 
possible  electronic  surveillance 
coverage  of  witnesses,  defendants,  or 
attorneys  involved  in  Federal  court 
proceedings,  and  (2)  To  enable  the 
Government  to  certify  whether  a  person 
regarding  whom  court-order  authority  is 
being  sought  for  electronic  coverage  has 
ever  been  so  covered  in  the  past.  The 
actual  users  of  the  indices  are  always 
employees  of  the  FBI. 

In  addition,  information  may  be 
released  to  the  news  media  and  the 
public  pursuant  to  28  CFR  50.2  unless  it 
is  determined  that  release  of  the  specific 
information  in  the  context  of  a  particular 
case  would  constitute  an  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy; 

Member  of  Congress  or  staff  acting 
upon  the  Member's  behalf  when  the 
member  or  staff  requests  the 
information  on  behalf  of  and  at  the 
request  of  the  individual  who  is  the 
subject  of  the  record;  and,  to  the 
National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration  and  the  General 
Services  Administration  in  records 
management  inspections  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2908  to  the  extent  that  legislation 
governing  the  records  permits. 


POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORINO, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

The  records  are  maintained  in  an 
automated  data  base. 

RETRIEV  ability: 

Names/facilities  are  retrievabhe 
alphabetically.  Telephone  numbers  and 
other  such  serial  or  identification 
numbers  targeted  are  retrievable 
numerically.  Locations  targeted  are 
indexed  by  address  and  are  retrieable 
by  street  name. 

safeguards: 

Access  to  the  automated  indices  is 
restricted  through  the  use  of  an  access 
code  by  FBI  personnel  only. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAU 

Until  advised  to  the  contrary  by  the 
Department,  the  courts  or  Congress, 
these  indices  will  be  maintained 
indefinitely.  The  indices  have  been 
decleired  permanent  by  NARA.  (job  No. 
NCl-65-82-4.  Part  E.  2.  t.) 

SYSTEM  MANAOHl(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director,  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  Washington,  DC  20535. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Same  as  the  above. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Inquiry  addressed  to  Director,  FBI. 
Washington,  D.C,  20535. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Same  as  the  above. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Category  of  Individual. 

SYSTEM  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN  PROVISIONS 
OF  THE  act: 

The  Attorney  General  has  exempted 
this  system  from  subsections  (c)(3)  and 
(4).  (d).  (e).  (1).  (2)  and  (3).  (e)(4)  (G)  and 
(H),  (e)  (5)  and  (8),  (f).  (g)  and  (m)  of  the 
Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(j). 
Rules  have  been  promulgated  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  5 
U.S.C.  553(b),  (c)  and  (e)  and  have  been 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

JUSTICE/FBI-011 

SYSTEM  name: 

Employee  Health  Records. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation, 
Administrative  Services  Division, 

Health  Service,  j,  Edgar  Hoover  Bldg., 
10th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20535  and  the  following 
field  offices:  New  York,  Newark, 
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Philadelphia,  Chicago.  Los  Angeles.  San 
Francisco,  and  FBI  Academy,  Quantico, 
Virginia.  Addresses  for  field  offices  can 
be  found  in  the  appendix  of  Field 
Offices  for  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  in  System  notice  Justice/ 

FBI  002. 

CATEGORIES  OF  tNOIVIDUAL3  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Current  and  former  employees  of  the 
FBI. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Records  of  visits  to  health  facilities 
relating  to  sickness,  injuries  or 
accidents. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

The  head  of  each  agency  is 
responsible,  under  5  U.S.C.  7902,  for 
keeping  a  record  of  injuries  and 
accidents  to  its  employees  and  for 
reducing  accidents  and  health  risks. 
These  records  are  maintained  under  the 
general  authority  of  5  U.S.C.  301  so  that 
the  FBI  can  be  kept  aware  of  the  health 
related  matters  of  its  employees  and 
more  expeditiously  identify  them. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUOINO  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USERS: 

These  records  are  maintained  by  the 
FBI  to  identify  matters  relating  to  the 
health  of  its  present  and  former 
employees.  Information  is  available  to 
employees  of  the  FBI  whose  job  function 
relates  to  identifying  and  resolving 
health  matters  of  former  and  current 
personnel  of  the  FBI. 

In  addition,  information  may  be 
released  to  the  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration  and  the  General 
Services  Administration  in  records 
management  inspections  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING  AND 
DISPOSING  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Previous  procedure  of  creation  and 
maintenance  of  3X5  index  cards  to 
record  individual  health  service  visits 
has  been  phased  out  and  a  clinical 
folder  is  created  to  maintain  an 
employee  health  record  and  SF  510, 
“Nursing  Notes".  The  information  is 
maintained  manually  in  a  file  folder. 

RETRIEV  ability: 

By  name. 

safeguards: 

These  records  are  maintained  by  FBI 
personnel  during  working  hours  and  in 
locked  file  cabinets  during  non-working 


hours.  Security  guards  further  restrict 
access  to  the  building  to  authorized 
personnel. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Remaining  index  cards  will  be 
destroyed  6  years  after  date  of  last  entry 
(GRS  #1,  Item  19).  The  folder  containing 
the  health  record  and  nursing  notes  will 
be  maintained  in  the  Health  Unit  for  5 
years  after  the  last  entry.  Thereafter,  the 
contents  of  the  folder  will  be  transferred 
to  the  Employee  Medical  Folder,  an 
appendage  of  the  OfHce  Personnel 
Folder. 

SYSTEM  MANAOERfS)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director,  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  9th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20535. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Written  inquiries,  including  name, 
address  and  social  security  number,  to 
determine  whether  this  system  of 
records  contains  records  about  an 
individual  may  be  addressed  to  Director, 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  9th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20535,  and/or 
individually  to  the  field  officers  which 
maintain  similar  records. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Written  inquiries,  including  name, 
date  of  birth  and  social  security  number, 
requesting  access  or  contesting  the 
accuracy  of  records  may  be  addressed 
to:  Director,  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  9th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20535, 
and  the  above-mentioned  field  offices  at 
addresses  referred  to  in  system  notice 
Justice/FBI  002. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Employees  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  originate  their  own 
records.  Nursing  Notes  appear  on  SF 
510. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

JUSTICE/INS-003 
SYSTEM  name: 

Position  Accoimting/Control  System 
(PACS). 

SYSTEM  location: 

Central  OfHce,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service,  425  I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Employees  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service. 


CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

A.  Position  data:  Position  number, 
category  code;  organization  code; 
position  title;  pay  plan;  series;  grade; 
description;  accounting  classification 
code;  active/inactive  coder,  fund  control 
number,  amount  authorized;  hours 
authorized;  new  program  element  code; 
input  control  number;  input  transaction 
code;  SF-52  date;  announcement  date 
and  number.  Entered  on  Duty  (EOD) 
date;  date  last  classiHed;  date  position 
last  audited  or  reviewed;  date  of 
transaction;  position  appeal  date,  if  any; 
union  coverage  code  appealed  to  code; 
position  status  code;  competitive  level 
code;  remarks  code. 

B.  Payroll  data;  Social  Security 
Account  Number  (SSAN);  pay  period 
number;  payroll  subobject  code;  last  pay 
period  amount  and  hours;  cumulative 
amount  and  hours;  accrual  amount  and 
hours;  prior  month  YTD  amount  and 
hours;  payroll  current/prior/manual  (C/ 
P/M)  code. 

C.  Personnel  data;  position  number, 
organization  code;  position  title;  pay 
plan;  series;  grade;  description; 
accounting  classification  code; 
incumbent's  name.  Social  Security 
Accoimt  Number,  next  Quality  Step 
Increase  (QSI)  date;  nature  of  action; 
transaction  date;  FLSA  exemption  code; 
and  effective  date. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Section  103  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  as  amended  (8  U.S.C. 
1103);  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Departments  (5  U.S.C.  301);  Position 
Management  Systems  and  Employment 
Ceilings.  Bureau  of  the  Budget  Circular 
No.  A-64  (June  28, 1965;  January  2, 1970). 

PURPOSE(S): 

Information  in  this  system  is  used  for 
reports  to  INS  managers  of  position 
authorization  and  cost  data  by 
geographic  area,  organizational  unit, 
program  activity,  and  budget  allocation, 
including  the  composition  of  the  INS 
work  force  (on-board  strength  and 
vacancies);  status  of  each  vacancy; 
turnover  and  occupancy  rate  statistics: 
aggregate  position  data  by  grade  level, 
organization  unit,  program  activity,  type 
of  position,  etc.:  actual  costs  for  each 
position  and  projected  position  costs  for 
the  next  fiscal  year:  and  authorization  of 
positions  through  funds  control  and 
periodic  review  mechanisms. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECOROS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Relevant  information  contained  in  this 
system  of  records  may  be  disclosed  as 
follows: 
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A.  To  the  news  media  and  die  public 
pursuant  to  28  CFR  50.2  unless  it  is 
determined  that  release  of  the  specific 
information  in  the  context  of  a  particular 
case  would  constitute  an  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

B.  To  a  Member  of  Congress  or  staff 
acting  upon  the  Member's  behalf  when 
the  Member  or  stad  request  the 
information  or  behalf  and  at  the 
request  of  the  individual  who  is  the 
subiect  of  the  record. 

C.  To  the  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration  and  the  General 
Services  Administration  records 
management  inspections  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  POR  STORINO, 
RETRIEVINQ,  ACCESglRa,  RETAINIMO,  AMO 
DISPOSINQ  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM; 

8TORAOE: 

Automated  records  are  maintained  on 
magnetic  disk  and  tape  at  the 
Department  of  Justice  Data  Management 
Service.  All  other  records  are 
maintained  as  paper  documents  at  the 
Central  Office,  425 1  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  four  regional 
personnel  offices. 

RETMEVABILmr; 

Records  are  retrieved  by  position 
number,  organization  code,  accounting 
classiHcation  code,  or  program  element 
code. 

Access  Controls.  Access  to  the  system 
is  restricted  to  employees  of  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
responsible  for  position  accounting  and 
management.  Biweekly  reports  are 
distributed  only  to  authorized  INS 
personnel.  Remote  terminals  for 
additional  access  are  located  in  areas 
restricted  to  authorized  INS  personnel. 

SAFEGUARDS; 

The  data  in  the  automated  system  of 
records  is  safeguarded  and  protected  in 
accordance  with  Elepartment  of  Justice 
and  INS  rules  and  procedures.  Paper 
forms  are  stored  in  metal  file  cabinets 
whidi  are  locked  outside  of  normal  duty 
hours. 

RETENTION  AND  disposal: 

Records  are  deleted  from  the 
automated  data  base  within  60  days 
after  termination  of  the  position 
authorization.  Employee  personnel 
information  in  the  automated  data  base 
is  deleted  when  the  position  becomes 
vacant  The  data  base  is  iqi^ted 
biweekly  to  maintain  accurate,  current 
information  on  position  status  and 
characteristics. 


SYSTEM  MANACERfS)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director.  Resource  Maae^ement 
Branch. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Inquiries  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Director,  Resource  Management 
Branch.  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  425  1  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
DC.  20536. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

In  all  cases,  requests  for  access  to  a 
record  shall  be  in  writing  by  mail  or  in 
person.  If  request  for  access  is  made  by 
mail,  the  envelope  and  letter  shall  be 
clearly  marked  “Privacy  Access 
Request."  The  requester  shall  include  a 
description  of  the  subject  matter  and,  if 
known,  the  relating  file  number.  To 
identify  a  record  relating  to  an 
individual,  requester  should  provide  the 
individual’s  full  name,  date  and  place  of 
birth,  employee  identification  number 
and,  if  known,  position  number.  The 
requester  shall  also  provide  a  return 
address  for  transmitting  the  information. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Any  individual  desiring  to  contest  or 
amend  information  maintained  in  the 
system  should  direct  his  request  to  the 
Director,  Resource  Management 
Branch.  The  request  should  state  clearly 
what  information  is  being  contested,  the 
reasons  for  contesting  it,  and  the 
proposed  amendment  to  the  information. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Position  management  data  is  obtained 
from  official  records  in  INS  personnel 
offices.  Payroll  data  is  obtained  from  the 
computerized  Department  of  Justice 
Payroll  System  (JUSTICE/OMF— 003). 
Personnel  management  data  is  obtained 
from  the  Department  of  Justice 
Personnel  System  (JUNIPER). 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIOMS  OF  THE  ACT; 

None. 

JUSTiCE/INS-006 

SYSTEM  name: 

Alien  Address  Reports. 

SYSTEM  LOCATION; 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  (INS).  Headquarters.  425 1  Street 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20536. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Aliens  that  were  required  to  report 
addresses  in  1980:  nonimmigrants;  aliens 
lawfully  admitted  for  permanent 
residence;  aliens  granted  political 
asylum;  refugees  and  other  conditional 
entrants.  [The  annual  January 


requirement  was  terminated  effective 
January  1. 1961.) 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

This  system  contains  an  index  and 
copies  of  Form  1-53.  Alien  Address 
Report  Card  for  the  year  1980,  that 
provided  the  following  alien 
identification  information:  last  name, 
first,  and  middle;  address  in  the  U.S.; 
alien  registration  number  (A-file  No.): 
place  entered  the  U.S.;  date  entered  the 
U.S.:  sex:  country  of  birth,  date  of  birth: 
country  of  citizenship:  social  security 
number  (if  any);  occupation;  employer: 
and  signature  and  date. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Sections  103.265  and  290  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  as 
amended  (8  U.S.C.  1103, 1305,  and  1380). 

PURPOSEfS): 

The  records  in  this  system  are  used 
for  research  and  historical  purposes. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Relevant  information  contained  in  this 
system  of  records  may  be  disclosed  as 
follows; 

A.  To  a  Member  of  Congress  or  staff 
acting  upon  the  Member’s  behalf  when 
the  Member  or  staff  requests  the 
information  on  behalf  of,  and  at  the 
request  of  the  individual  who  is  the 
subject  of  the  record. 

B.  To  the  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration  and  the  General 
Services  Administration  in  records 
management  inspections  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

INS  Central  Office  maintains  a 
microfilm  file  of  1980 1-53  reports. 

retrievabiuty: 

Records  in  the  system  are  indexed 
and  retrievable  by  name  of  the 
individual. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Records  are  safeguarded  in 
accordance  with  Department  of  Justice 
rules  and  procedures.  INS  offices  are 
located  in  building,  under  security 
guard,  and  access  to  premises  is  by 
official  identification.  Access  to 
auUNuated  systems  is  controlled  by 
restricted  passwords  for  use  of  remote 
terminals  in  secured  areas. 
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RETENTION  AND  OlSPOSiO: 

Microfilm  copies,  index,  reports,  and 
magnetic  tapes  when  no  longer  required 
will  be  offered  to  NAHA  for  permanent 
detention  in  accordance  with  INS 
schedule  NCl-85-78-8. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director,  Records  Management 
Branch,  INS,  Headquarters,  425 1  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20536. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Address  your  inquiries  to  the  system 
manager  identified  above. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURE: 

Make  all  requests  for  assess  in 
writing  to  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act/Privacy  Act  (FOIA/PA)  Officer  at 
the  address  identified  above.  Clearly 
mark  the  envelope  and  letter  “Privacy 
Act  Request.  ”  Provide  A-file  number 
and/or  the  full  name  and  date  of  birth, 
with  a  notarized  signature  of  the 
individual  who  is  the  subject  of  the 
records,  and  a  return  address. 

CONTESTINO  RECORD  PROCEDURE: 

Direct  all  requests  to  contest  or 
amend  information  in  the  records  to  the 
FOIA/PA  Officer  at  the  address 
identified  above.  State  clearly  and 
concisely  the  information  being 
contested,  the  reason  for  contesting  it, 
and  the  proposed  amendment  thereof 
Clearly  mark  the  envelope  and  letter 
“Privacy  Act  Request  ’’  Provide  A-file 
number  and/or  full  name  and  date  of 
birth,  with  a  notarized  signature  of  the 
individual  who  is  the  subject  of  the 
records,  and  a  return  address. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  in  the  system  is  obtained 
from  the  individuals  covered  by  the 
system. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

JUSTICE/IIIS-012 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Deportable  Alien  Control  System 
(DACS). 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Central,  Regional,  District  and  other 
offices  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  (INS)  in  the 
United  States  as  detailed  in  JUSTICE/ 
INS-999 

CATEGORIES  OF  INOIVIOUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Aliens  alleged  to  be  deportable  by 
INS. 


CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

The  system  is  a  computer  data  base 
that  contains  biographic  information 
about  deportable  aliens  such  as  name, 
date  and  country  of  birth;  United  States 
and  foreign  addresses;  file  number, 
diarge,  amount  of  bond,  hearing  date, 
case  assignment,  scheduling  date, 
section(s]  of  law  under  which 
deportability/exdudability  is  alleged; 
data  collected  to  support  the  INS 
position  on  deportability /excludability, 
including  information  on  any  criminal  or 
subversive  activities;  date,  place,  and 
type  of  last  entry  into  the  United  States; 
attorney /representative’s  identification 
number;  family  data,  and  other  case- 
related  information. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

8  U.S.C.  1103, 1251,  and  1252. 

PURPOSE(S): 

The  system  provides  INS  with  an 
automated  data  base  which  assists  in 
the  deportation  or  detention  of  aliens  in 
accordance  with  immigration  and 
nationality  laws.  It  also  serves  as  a 
docket  and  control  system  by  providing 
management  with  information 
concerning  the  status  and/or  disposition 
of  deportable  aliens. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM  MCUIDING  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS 
AND  PURPOSE  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Relevant  information  contained  in  this 
system  of  records  may  be  disclosed  as 
follows: 

A.  To  clerks  and  judges  of  Federal 
courts  exercising  jurisdiction  over  the 
deportable  aliens  in  determining 
grounds  for  deportation. 

B.  To  other  Federal,  State,  and  local 
government  law  enforcement  and 
regulatory  agencies  and  foreign 
governments,  including  the  Department 
of  Defense  and  all  components  thereof, 
the  Department  of  State,  the  Department 
of  Treasury,  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency,  the  Selective  Service  System, 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard,  the 
United  Nations,  and  INTQIPOL,  and 
individuals  and  organizations  during  the 
course  of  investigation  in  the  processing 
of  a  matter  or  during  a  proceeding 
within  the  purview  of  the  immigration 
and  nationality  laws  to  elicit 
information  required  by  INS  to  carry  out 
its  functions  and  statutory  mandates. 

C.  Where  there  is  an  indication  of  a 
violation  or  potential  violation  of  law 
(whether  civil,  criminal  or  regulatory  in 
nature),  to  the  appropriate  agency 
(whether  Federal,  State,  local  or 
foreign),  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  investigating  or  prosecuting  such 
violations,  or  charged  with  ei^orcing  or 


implementing  the  statute,  rule, 
regulation  or  order  issued  pursuant 
thereto. 

D.  Where  there  is  an  indication  of  a 
violation  or  potential  violation  of  the 
immigration  and  nationality  laws,  or  of 
a  general  statute  within  INS  jurisdiction 
or  of  a  regulation,  rule,  or  order  issued 
pursuant  thereto,  to  a  court,  magistrate, 
or  administrative  tribunal  in  the  course 
of  presenting  evidence,  and  to  opposing 
counsel  during  discovery. 

E.  Where  there  is  an  indication  of  a 
violation  or  potential  violation  of  the 
law  of  another  nation  (whether  civil  or 
criminal),  to  the  appropriate  foreign 
government  agency  charged  with 
enforcing  or  implementing  such  laws 
and  to  international  organizations 
engaged  in  the  collection  and 
dissemination  of  intelligence  concerning 
criminal  activity. 

F.  To  other  Federal  agencies  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  national 
intelligence  and  security  investigations. 

G.  To  a  Member  of  Congress  or  staff 
acting  on  the  Member’s  behalf  when  the 
Member  or  staff  requests  the 
information  on  behalf  of  and  at  the 
request  of  the  individual  who  is  the 
subject  of  the  record. 

H.  To  the  General  Services 
Administration  and  the  National 
Archives  and  Records  Administration  in 
records  management  inspections 
conducted  under  the  authority  of  44 
U.S.C.  2904  and  2906. 

POUCIES  AND  FRACnCES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVHia,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSMG  OF  RECORDS  M  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

These  records  are  stored  in  a  data 
base  on  magnetic  disks. 

retrievabiuty: 

These  records  are  retrieved  by  name 
and/or  date  of  birth,  A-file  number,  or 
by  alien’s  Bureau  of  Prisons  number, 
when  applicable. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

INS  offices  are  located  in  buildings 
under  security  guard,  and  access  to 
premises  is  by  official  identification. 
Access  to  tenninals  is  limited  to  INS 
employees  with  user  identification 
numbers.  Access  to  records  in  this 
system  is  by  restricted  password  and  is 
further  protected  by  secondary 
passwords. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Deportable  alien  case  control  and 
detention  records  are  marked  closed 
and  retained  for  statistical  purposes 
through  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 
Closed  cases  are  archived  and  stored  in 
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the  database  separate  from  the  active 
cases.  A  retention  and  disposition 
schedule  for  the  case  summary  and 
detention  history  records  is  currently 
being  negotiated  and  will  be  submitted 
to  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States  for 
approval. 

SYSTEM  MANAQER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Assistant  Commissioner.  Detention 
and  Deportation,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service,  425  I  Street, 

NW.,  Washington,  DC  20536. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Address  inquiries  to  the  system 
manager  identihed  above 

RECORDS  ACCESS  PROCEDURE: 

Make  all  requests  for  access  in  writing 
to  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act/ 
Privacy  Act  (FOIA/PA)  Officer  at  the 
nearest  INS  Office,  or  the  INS  office 
maintaining  the  desired  records  (if 
known]  by  using  the  list  of  Principal 
Offices  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  Appendix, 
IUSTICE/INS-999,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Clearly  mark  the 
envelope  and  letter  "Privacy  Act 
Request."  Provide  the  A-file  number 
and/or  the  full  name  and  date  of  birth, 
with  a  notarized  signature  of  the 
individual  who  is  the  subject  of  the 
record,  and  a  return  address. 

CONTESTING  RECORDS  PROCEDURES; 

Direct  all  requests  to  contest  or 
amend  information  in  the  record  to  the 
FOIA/PA  Officer  at  one  of  the 
addresses  identified  above.  State  clearly 
and  concisely  the  information  being 
contested,  the  reason  for  contesting  it. 
and  the  proposed  amendment  thereof. 
Clearly  mark  the  envelope  "Privacy  Act 
Request."  The  record  must  be  identified 
in  the  same  manner  as  described  for 
making  a  request  for  access. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Basic  information  is  obtained  from 
"The  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  (INS)  Alien  File  (A  File)  and 
Central  Index  System.  (CIS),  JUSTICE/ 
INS — OOlA."  Information  may  also  come 
from  the  alien,  the  alien’s  attorney/ 
representative,  INS  officials,  other 
Federal.  State,  local,  and  foreign 
agencies  and  the  courts. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

'  JUSTICE/INTERPOL-001 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

The  INTERPOL-United  States 
National  Central  Bureau  (INTERPOL- 
USNCB)  (Department  of  Justice) 
INTERW3L-USNCB  Records  System. 


SYSTEM  location: 

INTERPOL-U.S.  National  Central 
Bureau,  Department  of  Justice,  Room  600 
Bicentennial  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC 
20530. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Individuals  who  have  been  convicted 
or  are  subjects  of  a  criminal 
investigation  with  international  aspects; 
specific  deceased  persons  in  connection 
with  death  notices;  individuals  who  may 
be  associated  with  certain  weapons, 
motor  vehicles,  artifacts,  etc.,  stolen 
and/or  involved  in  a  crime;  victims  of 
criminal  violations  in  the  United  States 
or  abroad;  and  INTERPOL-USNCB 
personnel  involved  in  litigation. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

The  program  records  of  the 
INTERPOL-USNCB  consists  of  criminal 
and  non-criminal  case  files.  The  files 
contain  fingerprint  records,  photographs, 
criminal  investigative  reports,  radio 
messages  (international),  teletype 
messages  (internal  U.S.),  log  sheets, 
computer  printouts,  letters,  memoranda, 
and  statements  of  witnesses  and  parties 
to  litigation. 

These  records  relate  to  fugitives, 
wanted  persons,  lookouts  (temporary 
and  permanent),  specific  missing 
persons,  deceased  persons  in  connection 
with  death  notices.  Information  about 
individuals  includes  names,  alias,  date 
of  birth,  address,  physical  description, 
various  identification  numbers,  reason 
for  the  record  or  lookout,  and  details 
and  circumstances  surroimding  the 
actual  or  suspected  violation. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

22  U.S.C.  283a. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

In  the  event  a  record(s)  in  this  system 
of  records  indicates  a  violation  or 
potential  violation  of  law,  whether  civil, 
criminal  or  regulatory  in  nature,  and 
whether  arising  by  general  statute,  or 
particular  program  statute,  or  by 
regulation,  rule  or  order  issued  pursuant 
thereto,  the  relevant  records  may  be 
referred,  as  a  routine  use  to  the 
appropriate  law  enforcement  and 
criminal  justice  agencies  whether 
federal,  state,  local  or  foreign,  charged 
with  the  responsibility  of  investigating 
or  prosecuting  such  violation  or  charged 
with  enforcing  or  implementing  the 
statute,  or  rule,  regulations  or  order 
issued  pursuant  thereto.  A  record  may 
be  disclosed  to  federal,  state  or  local 
agencies  maintaining  civil,  criminal  or 
other  relevant  enforcement  information 


or  other  pertinent  information,  such  as 
current  licenses,  if  necessary  to  obtain 
information  relevant  to  an  agency 
decision  concerning  the  hiring  or 
retention  of  an  employee,  the  issuance 
of  a  security  clearance,  the  letting  of  a 
contract,  or  the  issuance  of  a  license 
grant  or  other  benefit:  to  federal 
agencies  in  response  to  their  request  in 
connection  with  the  hiring  or  retention 
of  an  employee,  the  issuance  of  a 
security  clearance,  the  reporting  of  an 
investigation  of  an  employee,  the  letting 
of  a  contract,  or  the  issuance  of  a 
license,  grant,  or  other  benefit  by  the 
requesting  agency  to  the  extent  that  the 
information  is  relevant  and  necessary  to 
the  requesting  agency’s  decision  on  the 
matter.  A  record  may  be  disclosed  to 
appropriate  parties  engaged  in  litigation 
or  in  preparation  of  possible  litigation, 
e.g.,  to  potential  witnesses  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  their  testimony 
when  necessary  before  courts, 
magistrates  or  administrative  tribunals; 
to  parties  and  their  attorneys  for  the 
purpose  of  proceeding  with  litigation  or 
settlement  of  disputes;  to  individuals 
seeking  information  by  using 
established  discovery  procedures, 
whether  in  connection  with  civil, 
criminal,  or  regulatory  proceedings;  to 
foreign  governments  in  accordance  with 
formal  or  informal  international 
agreements;  to  local,  state,  federal  and 
foreign  agents;  to  the  Treasury 
Enforcement  Communications  System 
[TECS]  (Treasury/CS  00.244);  to  the 
International  Criminal  Police 
Organization  [INTERPOL)  General 
Secretariat  and  National  Central 
Bureaus  in  member  countries;  to  the 
INTERPOL  Supervisory  Board,  an 
international  board  comprised  of  three 
judges  having  oversight  responsibilities 
regarding  the  purpose  and  scope  of 
personal  information  maintained  in  the 
international  achieves  of  INTERPOL;  to 
employees  and  officials  of  financial  and 
commercial  business  firms  and  private 
individuals  where  such  release  is 
considered  reasonably  necessary  to 
obtain  information  to  further 
investigative  efforts  or  to  apprehend 
criminal  offenders;  to  other  third  parties 
during  the  course  of  an  investigation  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  obtain 
information  pertinent  to  the 
investigation;  and  to  translators  of 
foreign  languages  as  necessary.  In 
addition,  records  are  accessed  by 
INTERPOL-USNCB  employees  and  by 
volunteer  students  and  students  working 
under  a  college  work-study  program 
who  have  a  need  for  the  records  in  the 
performance  of  their  duties. 

Information  permitted  to  be  released 
to  the  news  media  and  the  public 
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pursuant  to  28  CFR  S0.2  may  be  made 
available  unless  it  is  determined  that 
release  of  the  specific  information  in  the 
context  of  a  particular  case  would 
constitute  an  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

Information  not  otherwise  required  to 
be  released  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552, 
may  be  made  available  to  a  Member  of 
Congress  or  staff  acting  upon  the 
Member’s  behalf  when  the  Member  or 
staff  requests  the  information  in  behalf 
of  and  at  the  request  of  the  individual 
who  is  the  subject  of  the  record. 

A  record  may  be  disclosed  as  a 
routine  use  to  the  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration  and  to  the 
General  Services  Administration  in 
records  management  inspections 
conducted  under  the  authority  of  44 
U.S.C.  2904  and  2906. 

POUCIES  AND  PflACTICES  FOR  STORtNO, 
RETRiEVINQ,  ACCES8IN0,  RETAiNINO,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Information  is  stored  in  hie  folders 
and  on  microfilm  in  the  INTERPOL- 
United  States  National  Central  Bureau. 
Magnetic  disks  in  the  INTERPOL  Case 
Tracking  System  (CTS)  are  stored  at  the 
Justice  Data  Center,  U.S.  Department  of 
Justice,  and  certain  limited  data,  e.g., 
that  which  concerns  fugitives  and 
wanted  persons,  is  stored  in  the 
Treasury  Enforcement  Communications 
System  (TECSJ  TREASURY/CS  00.244,  a 
system  published  by  the  U.S, 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

RETRIEV  ability: 

Information  is  retrieved  primarily  by 
name,  file  name,  system  identification 
number,  personal  identification  number, 
and  by  weapon  or  motor  vehicle  number 
or  by  other  identifying  data.  Prior  to 
1975,  case  files  were  arranged  by  name 
of  subject  Between  1975  and  1979  case 
files  were  sequentially  numbered.  Since 
October  1979,  files  have  been  arranged 
by  year,  month  and  sequential  number. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Information  maintained  on  magnetic 
disks  is  safeguarded  and  protected  in 
accordance  with  Department  rules  and 
procedures  governing  the  handling  of 
computerized  information.  Only  those 
individuals  specifically  authorized  and 
assigned  an  identification  code  by  the 
system  manager  will  have  access  to  the 
computer.  Identification  codes  will  be 
assigned  only  to  those  INTERPOL- 
USNCB  employees  who  require  access 
to  the  information  to  perform  their 
official  duties.  In  addition,  access  to  the 
information  must  be  accompanied 
through  a  terminal  which  is  located  in 
the  INTERPOL-USNCB  office  that  is 


occupied  twenty-four  hours  a  day. 
Information  in  file  folders  and  in 
microfilm  records  is  stored  in  file 
cabinets  in  the  same  secured  area. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Case  files  opened  after  April  5, 1982 
have  been  stored  on  microfilm  (41  CFR 
Sec.  101-11.506).  In  addition,  records 
that  were  closed  prior  to  April  5, 1982 
but  are  recalled  from  the  Federal 
Archives  and  Records  Center  (FARC) 
are  also  microfilmed. 

Case  files  that  were  closed  prior  to 
April  5, 1982  are  transferred  to  the 
FARC  two  years  from  the  date  the  case 
is  closed  and  are  destroyed  twenty 
years  thereafter,  if  there  has  been  no 
recall  from  the  FARC  and  no  case 
activity. 

Case  files  closed  as  of  April  5, 1982 
and  thereafter  are  disposed  of  as 
follows:  The  hard  copy  (paper  record)  of 
the  case  file  may  be  destroyed  when  the 
microfilm  records  have  been  verified  for 
clearness,  completeness  and  accuracy. 
The  microfilm  record  of  the  case  file  is 
destroyed  ten  years  after  closing  of  the 
case,  if  there  has  been  no  case  activity. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Chief,  INTERPOL-United  States 
National  Central  Bureau,  Department  of 
Justice,  Room  600,  Bicentennial  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20530. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Inquiries  regarding  whether  the 
system  contains  a  record  pertaining  to 
an  individual  may  be  addressed  to  the 
Chief,  INTERPOL-United  States 
National  Central  Bureau,  Department  of 
Justice,  Washington,  DC  20530.  To 
enable  INTERPOL-USNCB  personnel  to 
determine  whether  the  system  contains 
a  record  relating  to  him  or  her,  the 
requester  must  submit  a  written  request 
identifying  the  record  system, 
identi^ng  the  category  and  type  of 
records  sought,  and  providing  the 
individual's  full  name  and  at  least  two 
items  of  secondary  information  (date  of 
birth,  social  security  number,  employee 
identification  number,  or  similar 
identifying  information). 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURE: 

Although  the  Attorney  General  has 
exempted  the  system  from  the  access, 
contest,  and  amendment  provisions  of 
the  Privacy  Act,  some  records  may  be 
available  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  Inquiries  should  be 
addressed  to  the  official  designated 
under  “Notification  procedure”  above. 
The  letter  should  be  clearly  marked 
“Freedom  of  Information  Request"  and  a 
return  address  provided  for  transmitting 
any  information  to  the  requester. 


CONTESTINO  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

See  “Access  procedures”  above. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Sources  of  information  contained  in 
this  system  include  investigating  reports 
of  federal,  state,  local,  and  foreign  law 
enforcement  agencies  (including 
investigating  reports  from  a  system  of 
records  published  by  Department  of 
Treasury  Enforcement  Communications 
System  (TECS)  TREASURY/CS  00.244): 
other  non-Department  of  Justice 
investigative  agencies:  client  agencies  of 
the  Department  of  Justice;  statements  of 
witnesses  and  parties;  and  the  work 
product  of  the  staff  of  the  United  States 
National  Central  Bureau  working  on 
particular  cases.  Although  the 
organization  uses  the  name  INTERPOL- 
USNCB  for  purposes  of  public 
recognition,  the  INTERTOL-USNCB  is 
not  synonymous  with  the  International 
Criminal  Police  Organization  (ICPO- 
INTERPOL),  which  is  a 
intergovernmental  organization 
headquartered  in  Lyon,  France.  The 
Department  of  Justice  INTERPOL- 
USNCB  serves  as  the  United  States 
liaison  with  the  INTERPOL  General 
Secretariat  and  works  in  cooperation 
with  the  National  Central  Bureaus  of 
other  member  coimtries,  but  is  not  an 
agent,  legal  representative,  nor 
organization  submit  of  the  International 
Criminal  Police  Organization.  The 
records  maintained  by  the  INTERPOL- 
USNCB  are  separate  and  distinct  finm 
records  maintained  by  the  international 
Criminal  Police  Organization,  and 
INTERPOL-USNCB  does  not  have 
custody  of,  access  to,  nor  control  over 
the  records  of  the  International  Criminal 
Police  Organization. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

The  Attorney  General  has  exempted 
this  system  from  subsection  (c)  (3)  and 
(4),  (d),  (e),  (1),  (2),  and  (3),  (e)(4)(G)  and 
(H),  (e)(5)  and  (8),  (f),  and  (g)  if  the 
Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a 
(j)(2),  and  (k)(5).  Rules  have  been 
promulgated  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  (b),  (c)  and 
(e)  and  have  been  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

JUSTICE/tyS4-t)f8 

SYSTEM  name: 

Assistant  United  States  Attorney 
Applicant  Records  System. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Executive  Office  for  United  States 
Attorneys,  United  States  Department  of 
Justice,  10th  €md  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20530. 
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CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

The  system  encompasses  all 
applicants  for  Assistant  United  States 
Attorney  positions. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

This  system  of  records  consists  of 
records  folders  which  may  contain  up  to 
a  total  of  four  sections.  The  personnel 
section  contains  records  such  as 
resumes,  letters  of  recommendation,  law 
school  grade  transcripts,  completed 
Civil  Service  forms,  and  related 
personnel  matters.  The  character  section 
contains  completed  or  portions  of 
ongoing  back^ound  investigations  and 
matters  related  thereto.  The 
Congressional  section  contains 
Congressional  and  other  political  type 
recommendations  regarding 
appointment.  The  protest  section 
contains  correspondence,  if  any  exists, 
protesting  the  appointment  of 
applicants.  Rarely  does  a  personnel 
folder  contain  more  than  the  personnel 
and  character  sections. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

These  records  are  maintained 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  301. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

These  records  are  used  only  by 
Department  of  Justice  personnel  for 
recruitment  purposes.  However,  the  fact 
that  the  applicant  was  being  considered 
would  be  made  known  to  the  references 
supplied  by  the  applicant  and  others 
contacted.  Information  about  the 
applicant,  as  then  known,  might  be 
supplied  to  contacted  individuals  as 
necessary  to  verify  already  obtained 
information  or  to  seek  elaboration  of 
that  information. 

Information  permitted  to  be  released 
to  the  news  media  and  the  public 
pursuant  to  28  CFR  50.2  may  be  made 
available  unless  it  is  determined  that 
release  of  the  specific  information  in  the 
context  of  a  particular  case  would 
constitute  an  imwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

Information  not  otherwise  required  to 
be  released  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552, 
may  be  made  available  to  a  Member  of 
Congress  or  staff  acting  upon  the 
Member’s  behalf  when  the  Member  or 
staff  requests  the  information  on  behalf 
of  and  at  the  request  of  the  individual 
who  is  the  subject  of  the  record. 

A  record  may  be  disclosed  as  a 
routine  use  to  Ae  General  Services 
Administratinn  and  the  National 
Archives  and  Records  Administration  in 
records  management  inspections 


conducted  under  the  authority  of  44 
U.S.C.  2904  and  2906. 

Information  may  be  disclosed  to  any 
civil  or  criminal  law  enforcement 
agency,  whether  Federal,  State,  local,  or 
foreign,  which  requires  information 
relevant  to  a  civil  or  criminal 
investigation. 

Information  may  be  disclosed  to 
officials  and  employees  of  the  White 
House  or  any  Federal  agency  which 
requires  information  relevant  to  an 
agency  decision  concerning  the  hiring, 
appointment,  or  retention  of  an 
employee;  the  issuance  of  a  security 
clearance;  the  execution  of  a  security  or 
suitability  investigation;  the 
classification  of  a  job;  or  the  issuance  of 
a  grant  or  benefit. 

Information  may  be  disclosed  to 
Federal,  State,  and  local  licensing 
agencies  or  association  which  require 
information  concerning  the  suitability  or 
eligibility  of  an  individual  for  a  license 
or  permit. 

Information  may  be  disclosed  in  a 
proceeding  before  a  court  or 
adjudicative  body  before  which  the 
United  States  Attorney's  Office  (USAO) 
or  Executive  Office  for  United  States 
Attorneys  (EOUSA)  is  authorized  to 
appear  when  (a)  USAO  or  EOUSA,  or 
any  subdivision  thereof  or  (b)  any 
employee  of  USAO  or  EOUSA  in  his  or 
her  official  capacity,  or  (c)  any 
employee  of  USAO  or  EOUSA  in  his  or 
her  individual  capacity  where  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  agreed  to 
represent  the  employee,  or  (d)  the 
United  States,  where  USAO  or  EOUSA 
determines  that  the  litigation  is  likely  to 
affect  it  or  any  of  its  subdivisions,  is  a 
party  to  litigation  or  has  an  interest  in 
litigation  and  such  records  are 
determined  by  USAO  or  EOUSA  to  be 
arguably  relevant  to  the  litigation. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

These  records  are  stored  in  paper 
folders. 

retrievabiuty: 

Information  is  retrieved  by  use  of  the 
applicant’s  name,  as  the  folders  are  filed 
alphabetically  by  name. 

safeguards: 

'These  records  are  maintained  in 
cabinets  stored  in  a  locked  room. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

These  records  are  retained,  in  the 
case  of  applicants  who  are  not  oKered 
positions,  for  two  years  and  then 
destroyed.  If  the  applicant  is  oHered  a 
position  and  accepts  it,  his  folder  is 


transferred  to  the  Appointed  Assistant 
United  States  Attorney  Personnel 
System  and  retained  as  specified 
therein. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director,  Executive  Office  for  United 
States  Attorneys:  United  States 
Department  of  Justice;  10th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20530. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Address  all  inquiries  to  the  System 
Manager.  These  records  will  be 
exempted  from  subsections  (d)(l]  and 
(e)(1)  of  section  552a,  Title  5,  United 
States  Code,  by  the  Attorney  General 
under  the  authority  of  5  U.S.C.  552a(k)(5) 
to  the  extent  therein  permitted. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

A  request  for  access  to  non-exempt 
portions  of  records  from  this  system 
should  clearly  be  directed  orally  or  in 
writing  to  the  Director,  Executive  Office 
for  United  States  Attorneys.  When 
requests  are  in  writing,  the  envelope  and 
letter  should  be  marked  “Privacy  Access 
Request.” 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Individuals  desiring  to  contest  or 
amend  information  maintained  in  the 
system  should  direct  their  request  to  the 
Director,  Executive  Office  for  United 
Stotes  Attorneys,  stating  clearly  and 
concisely  what  information  is  being 
contested,  the  reasons  for  contesting  it, 
and  the  proposed  amendment(s)  to  the 
information. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Non-exempt  sources  of  information 
contained  in  this  system  include  the 
individual,  government  agencies  as 
appropriate,  and  interested  third  parties. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT. 

The  Attorney  General  has  exempted 
this  system  from  subsections  (d)(1)  and 
(e)(1)  of  the  Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552a(k)(5).  Rules  have  been 
promulgated  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  558  (b),  (c)  and 
(e)  and  have  been  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

JUST\CE/ USA-01 7 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Appointed  Assistant  United  States 
Attorneys  Personnel  System. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Executive  Office  for  United  States 
Attorneys,  United  States  Department  of 
Justice;  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  D.C.  20530. 
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CATEGORIES  OF  INDiVIOUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system; 

The  system  encompasses  all  Assistant 
United  States  Attorneys. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE 
SYSTEM 

This  system  of  records  consists  of 
records  folders  which  may  contain  up  to 
a  total  of  five  sections.  The  personnel 
section  contains  personnel  records  such 
as  completed  Civil  Service  forms,  letters 
of  recommendation,  law  school  grade 
transcripts,  appointment  letters, 
appointment  affidavits,  bar  affidavits, 
locator  forms  and  personnel  action 
forms.  The  character  section  contains 
completed  or  portions  of  ongoing 
backgroimd  investigations  and  matters 
related  thereto.  The  Congressional 
section  contains  Congressional  and 
other  political  type  recommendations 
regarding  appointment.  The  protest 
section  contains  correspondence,  if  any 
exists,  protesting  the  appointment  of 
applicants.  The  complaint  section 
contains  correspondence  from 
individuals  or  groups  complaining  about 
office  holders.  Rarely  does  a  personnel 
folder  contain  more  that  the  personnel 
and  character  sections 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

These  records  are  maintained 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  301 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDINO  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

These  records  are  used  only  by 
Department  of  Justice  personnel. 
Information  contained  in  a  folder  may 
be  used  as  the  basis  for  answering 
future  inquires  from  other  government 
agencies  about  a  former  assistant's 
qualifications.  The  personnel  section 
may  be  made  available  to  other  federal 
agencies,  at  their  request,  upon  the 
transfer  of  the  assistant  to  such  an 
agency. 

Information  permitted  to  be  released 
to  the  news  media  and  the  public 
pursuant  to  28  CFR  50.2  may  be  made 
available  unless  it  is  determined  that 
release  of  the  specific  information  in  the 
context  of  a  particular  case  would 
constitute  an  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

Information  not  otherwise  required  to 
be  released  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552, 
may  be  made  available  to  Member  of 
Congress  of  staff  acting  upon  the 
Member’s  behalf  when  the  Member  or 
staff  requests  the  information  on  behalf 
of  and  at  the  request  of  the  individual 
who  is  the  subject  of  the  record. 

A  record  may  be  disclosed  as  a 
routine  use  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  and  the  National 


Archives  and  Records  Administration  in 
records  management  inspections 
conducted  under  the  authority  of  44 
U.S.C.  2904  and  2906. 

Information  may  be  disclosed  to  any 
civil  or  criminal  law  enforcement 
agency,  whether  Federal,  State,  or  local, 
or  foreign,  which  requires  information 
relevant  to  a  civil  or  criminal 
investigation. 

Information  may  be  disclosed  to 
officials  and  employees  of  the  White 
House  or  any  Federal  agency  which 
requires  information  relevant  to  an 
agency  decision  concerning  the  hiring, 
appointment,  or  retention  of  an 
employee;  the  issuance  of  a  security 
clearance;  the  execution  of  a  security  or 
suitability  investigation;  the 
classification  of  a  job;  or  the  issuance  of 
a  grant  or  benefit. 

Information  may  be  disclosed  to 
Federal,  State,  and  local  licensing 
agencies  or  associations  which  require 
ii^ormation  concerning  the  suitability  or 
eligibility  of  an  individual  for  a  license 
or  permit. 

Information  may  be  disclosed  in  a 
proceeding  before  a  court  or 
adjudicative  body  before  which  the 
United  States  Attorney’s  Office  (USAO) 
or  The  Executive  Office  for  United 
States  Attorneys  (EOUSA)  is  authorized 
to  appear  when  (a)  USAO  or  EOUSA,  or 
any  subdivision  thereof,  or  (b)  any 
employee  of  USAO  or  EOUSA  in  his  or 
her  official  capacity,  or  (c)  any 
employee  of  USAO  or  EOUSA  in  his  or 
her  individual  capacity  where  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  agreed  to 
represent  the  employee,  or  (d)  the 
United  States,  where  USAO  or  EOUSA 
determines  that  the  litigation  is  likely  to 
affect  it  or  any  of  its  subdivisions,  is  a 
party  to  litigation  or  has  an  interest  in 
litigation  and  such  records  are 
determined  by  USAO  or  EOUSA  to  be 
arguably  relevant  to  the  litigation. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

These  records  are  stored  in  paper 
folders. 

retrievabiuty: 

Information  is  retrieved  by  use  of  the 
assistant's  name  as  the  folders  are  filed 
alphabetically  by  name. 

safeguards: 

These  records  are  maintained  in 
cabinets  stored  in  a  locked  room. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

These  records  are  retained  until  the 
subjects  of  the  files  resign  or  otherwise 
leave  their  offices  for  non-federal 


government  employment.  In  that 
instance,  the  personnel  section  is  sent  to 
the  St.  Louis  Records  Center  for  an 
indefinite  period.  If  the  assistance 
transfers  to  another  agency  of  the 
federal  government,  the  personnel 
section  is  sent  to  the  gaining  agency.  All 
other  sections  of  the  folder  are 
destroyed  six  months  after  the  assistant 
leaves  office. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director,  Executive  Office  for  United 
States  Attorneys,  United  States 
Department  of  Justice;  10th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.;  Washington, 
DC  20530. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Address  all  inquiries  to  the  System 
Manager.  These  records  will  be 
exempted  from  subsections  (d)(1)  and 
(e)(1)  of  section  552a,  Title  5,  United 
States  Code,  by  the  Attorney  General 
under  the  authority  of  5  U.S.C.  552a(k)(5) 
to  the  extent  therein  permitted. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

A  request  for  access  to  non-exempt 
portions  of  records  from  this  system 
should  be  directed  orally  or  in  writing  to 
the  System  Manager.  When  requests  are 
in  writing,  the  envelope  and  letter 
should  clearly  be  marked  ‘Privacy 
Access  Request.’ 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Individuals  desiring  to  contest  or 
amend  information  maintained  in  the 
system  should  direct  their  request  to  the 
System  Manager,  stating  clearly  and 
concisely  what  information  is  being 
contested,  the  reasons  for  contesting  it, 
and  the  proposed  amendment(s)  to  the 
information. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Sources  of  information  contained  in 
this  system  include  the  individuals, 
government  agencies  as  appropriate, 
and  interested  third  parties. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

The  Attorney  General  has  exempted 
this  system  from  subsections  (d)(1)  and 
(e)(1)  of  the  Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552a(k)(5).  Rules  have  been 
promulgated  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553(b),  (c)  and 
(e)  and  have  been  published  in  the 
F^eral  Register. 
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SYSTEM  NAME: 

Appendix  of  United  States  Attorneys’ 
office  locations;  [Written  requests  for 
access  to  records  in  any  of  the  following 
U.S.  Attorneys’  offices  except  the 
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District  of  Columbia  may  be  addressed 
to:  FOIA/Privacy  Unit,  Patrick  Henry 
Building,  601  D  Street  NW.,  Room  6410, 
Washington,  DC  20530. 

Requests  for  access  to  records  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  may  be  addressed 
to:  FOIA/Privacy,  United  States 
Attorney's  Office  for  die  District  of 
Columbia,  Judiciary  Center  Building,  555 
4th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001. 
Systems  are  located  as  listed  below: 

Alabama,  N. 

200  Federal  Building 
1800  Fifth  Avenue  North 
Birmingham,  Alabama  35203 
Alabama,  M. 

500  Federal  Building  &  Courthouse 
15  Lee  Street 

Montgomery,  Alabama  36104 
Alabama,  S. 

169  Dauphin  Street,  Suite  200 
Mobile,  Alabama  36602 
Alaska 

Fed.  Bldg.  &  U.S.  Courthouse 

Rm.C-25J 

222  IVest  7th  Ave., 

Anchorage.  Alaska  99513-756/ 

Arizona 

4000  U.S.  Courthouse 
230  First  Avenue 
Phoenix,  AZ  8S02S 
Arkansas,  E 

331  P.O.  &  Courthouse  Bldg. 

600  West  Capitol 
Little  Rock.  Arkansas  72203 
Arkansas,  W 
6th  &  Rogers 

U.S.  Post  Office  &  Courthouse  Bldg. 

Fort  Smith,  Arkansas  72901 
California,  N 

450  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  Rm.  16201 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102 
California  E 
3305  Federal  Building 
650  Capitol  Mall 
Sacramento,  Calif.  95814 
California,  C 

312  N.  Spring  Street,  Rm.  1306  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90012 
California,  S 
940  Front  Street 
Rm.  5-N-19 
U.S.  Courthouse 
San  Diego,  Calif.  92189 
Colorado 
1961  Stout  Street 
Suite  1200— Drawer  3615 
Federal  O^ice  Bldg. 

Denver,  Colorado  80294 
Connecticut 

United  States  Courthouse 
141  Church  Street 
New  Haven,  Connecticut  06506 
Delaware 

].  Caleb  Boggs  Fed.  Bldg. 

844  King  Street,  Rm.  5110 
Wilmington,  Del.  19801 
D.C. 

Judiciary  Center  Bldg. 

555  4th  Street  NW. 

Washington.  DC  20001 
Florida.  N 

315  South  Calhoun  SL 
Suite  510 

Tallahassee,  Florida  3Z301-1941 


Florida,  M 

Robert  Timberlake  Bldg.,  Rm.  400 
500  Zack  Street 
Tampa,  Florida  33602 
Florida,  S 

155  South  Miami  Avenue 
Miami,  Florida  33130 
Georgia,  N 

Room  1600  Richard  Russell  Bldg. 

75  Spring  Street,  SW 
Altanta,  Georgia  30335 
Georgia,  M 
433  Cherry  Street, 

4th  Floor 

Cherry  Street  Galleria 
Macon,  Georgia  31201 
Georgia,  S 

U.S.  Courthouse,  Room  237 
125  Bull  Street 
Savarmah,  Georgia  31412 
Guam 

Suite  502-A  Pacific  News  Building 
238  Archbishop  Flores  St 
Agana,  Guam  96910 
Hawaii 

Rm.  6100,  PJKK  Federal  Bldg. 

Box  50133,  300  Ala  Moana  Blvd. 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  96850 
Idaho 

Rm.  328  Federal  Building 
Box  037,  550  W  Fort  Street 
Boise,  Idaho  83724 
Illinois,  N 

Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Bldg. 
Rm.  1500  S.  219  S.  Dearborn  Street 
Chicago,  Illinois  60604 
Illinois,  S 
Rm.  357 

750  Missouri  Avenue 
East  St.  Louis,  Illinois  62201 
Illinois,  C 

Rm.  312  Paul  Findley  Federal  Bldg. 
600  East  Moiuoe  Street 
Springheld,  Illinois  62701 
Indiana  N 
1001  Main  Street 
Suite  A 

Dyer.  Ind.  46311 
Indiana  S 

U.S.  Courthouse,  Fifth  Floor 
46  E.  Ohio  Street 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204 
Iowa,  N 

425  2nd  Street  S.E.,  Suite  950 
The  Center 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52401 
Iowa,  S 

115  U.S.  Courthouse 
E  1st  &  Walnut  Streets 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309 
Kansas 

306  U.S.  Courthouse 
401  North  Market  Street 
Wichita,  Kansas  67202 
Kentucky,  E 
110  West  Vine  Street 
Suite  400 

Lexington,  Kentucky  40507 
Kentucky,  W 
Bank  of  Louisville  Bldg. 

510  West  Broadway,  10th  Floor 
Louisville,  Kentucli^  40202 
Louisiana.  E 
Hale  Boggs  Fed.  Bldg. 

501  Magazine  St,  Rm.  210 
New  Orleans,  LA  70130 


Louisiana,  M 

339  Florida  St,  Sixth  Floor 
Baton  Rouge,  LA  70801 
Louisiana,  W 
401  Edwards  Street 
Suite  2100 

Shreveport.  LA  71101-6133 
Maine 

East  Tower — 6th  Floor 

100  Middle  Street  Plaza 
Portland.  Maine  04101 

Maryland 

8th  Floor  U.S.  Courthouse 

101  W.  Lombard  Street 
Baltimore,  MD  21201 

Massachusetts 

1107  John  W.  McCormack  Fed.  Bklg. 
USPO  &  Courthouse 
Boston.  Mass  02109 
Michigan  E 
817  Federal  Building 
231  W.  Lafayette 
Detroit.  Michigan  46226 
Michigan,  W 

Gerald  R.  Ford  Federal  Building  S'  U.S. 
Courthouse 

110 Michigan  St.  N.W.  Room  399 
Grand  Rapids.  Michigan  49503 
Minnesota 
234  U.S.  Courthouse 
110  South  4th  Street 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401 
Mississippi  N 
Rm.  265  Federal  Building 
911  West  Jackson  Avenue 
Oxford,  Miss.  38655 
Mississippi  S 

188  East  Capitol  St.,  Suite  500 
Jackson,  Miss.  39201 
Missouri,  E 

Rm.  414,  U.S.  Court  &  Custom  House 
1114  Market  Street 
St.  Louis.  MO  63101 
Missouri,  W 
549  U.S.  Courthouse 
811  Grand  Avenue 
Kansas  City,  MO  64106 
Montana 

First  Federal  Savings  S  Loan  Bldg. 
Suite  400 

2929  3rd  Ave.  North 
Billings,  Montana  59101 
Nebraska 

Room  8000,  Zorinsky  Federal  Bldg. 

215  N  17th  Street 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68101 
Nevada 

701 K  Bridger  Ave., 

Suite  800 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89101 
New  Hampshire 
55  Pleasant  Street,  Rm.  439 
Fourth  Floor.  Federal  Bldg. 

Concord,  New  Hampshire  03301 
New  Jersey 
Federal  Building 
970  Broad  Street,  Rm.  502 
Newark,  N.J.  07102 
New  Mexico 
625  Silver.  S,  W.,  4th  FL 
Albuquerque,  New  Mex.  87102 
New  York,  N 
Post  Office  Box  7198 
100  South  Clinton  Street 
Syracuse.  N  Y.  13261-7198 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  47  /  Tuesday,  March  10,  1992  /  Notices 


8491 


New  York,  S 
One  St.  Andrews  Plaza 
New  York.  N.Y.  10007 
New  York,  E 
U.S.  Courthouse 
225  Cadman  Plaza  East 
Brooklyn,  N.Y.  11201 
New  York.  W 
502  U.S.  Courthouse 
68  Court  Street 
Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202 
N.  Carolina,  E 

Eighth  Floor,  Federal  Building 
310  New  Bern  Avenue 
Raleigh,  N.C.  27611 
N.  Carolina,  M 

L.  Richardson  Preyer  Federal  Building 
324  West  Market  Street 
Greensboro,  N.C.  27402 
N.  Carolina,  W 
Rm  306,  U.S.  Courthouse 
100  Otis  Street 
Asheville,  N.C.  20801-2611 
N.  Dakota 

219  Federal  Building 
655 1st  Avenue.  North 
Fargo,  N.D.  58102 
Ohio,  N 
Suite  500 

1404  East  Ninth  Street 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44114 
Ohio,  S 
Room  200 

85  Marconi  Boulevard 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215 
Oklahoma,  N 
3600  U.S.  Courthouse 
333  West  Fourth  Street 
Tulsa,  Okla  74103 
Oklahoma,  E 

333  Federal  Courthouse  &  Office  Bldg. 
Fifth  &  Okmulgee 
Muskogee,  Okla  74401 
Oklahoma,  W 
Room  4434 

U.S.  Courthouse  &  Fed.  Office  Bldg. 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla  73102 
Oregon 

888 S.W.  Fifth  Ave. 

Suite  1000 

Portland,  Oregon  07204-2024 
Penn.  E 

3310  U.S.  Courthouse 
Independence  Mall  West 
601  Market  Street 
Philadelphia,  PA  19106 
Penn.  M 

Suite  309,  Federal  Building 
Washington  &  Linden  Streets 
Scranton,  PA  18501 
Penn.  W 

633  U.S.P.O.  &  Courthouse 
7th  Avenue  &  Grant  Street 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15219 
Puerto  Rico 

Rm.  452  Fed.  Office  Bldg. 

Carlos  F.  Chardon  Avenue 
Hato  Rey,  P.R.  00918 
Rhode  Island 

Westminister  Square  Building 
10  Dorrance  Street,  Tenth  Floor 
[  Providence.  R.1. 02903 

South  Carolina 

I  Federal  Building 


1100  Laurel  Street 
Columbia,  S.C.  29201 
S.  Dakota 

135  Fed.  Bldg.,  &  U.S.  Courthouse 
400  S.  Phillips  Avenue 
Sioux  Falls,  S.D.  57102 
Tennessee,  E 
Plaza  Tower,  Suite  700 
800  South  Gay  Street 
Knoxville,  TN  37929 
Tennessee,  M 
110 Ninth  Ave.  S. 

Suite  A961 

Nashville,  TN  872108-3870 
Tennessee,  W 
1026  Fed.  Office  Bldg. 

167  North  Main  Street 
Memphis,  TN  38103 
Texas,  N 

310  U.S.  Courthouse 
10th  &  Lamar  Street 
Ft.  Worth.  TX  76102 
Texas.  S 

Courthouse  &  Federal  Bldg. 

515  Rusk  Avenue,  3rd  Floor 
Houston.  TX  77002 
Texas,  E 

700  North  Street,  Suite  102 
Beaumont,  TX  77701 
Texas,  W 

727  E.  Durango  Blvd. 

Suite  A-601 
San  Antonio,  TX  78206 
Utah 

U.S.  Courthouse,  Room  476 
350  South  Main  Street 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84101 
Vermont 
Federal  Building 
11  Elmwood  Avenue,  6th  Floor 
Burlington,  VT  05401 
Virgin  Islands 

Federal  Bldg.,  &  U.S.  Courthouse 
Veterans  Drive,  Rm.  260 
Charlotte  Amalie 
St.  Thomas,  V.I.  00802 
Virginia,  E 
1101  King  Street 
Suite  502 

Alexandria,  VA  22314 
Virginia,  W 

Room  456,  Poff  Federal  Bldg. 

210  Franklin  Road,  SW. 
Roanoke,  VA  24011 
Washington,  E 
851  U.S.  Courthouse 
West  920  Riverside 
Spokane,  WA  99201 
Washington,  W 
3600  Seafirst  5th  Ave.,  Plaza 
800  Fifth  Avenue 
Seattle,  WA  98104 
West  Virginia,  N 
Room  238,  Federal  Building 
1125-1141  Chapline  Street 
Wheeling,  WV  26003 
West  Virginia,  S 
Room  3201,  Federal  Building 
500  Quarrier  Street 
Charleston.  WV  25301 
Wisconsin,  E 
330  Federal  Building 
517  East  Wisconsin  Avenue 
Milwaukee,  WI  53202 


Wisconsin.  W 

120  N.  Henry  Street,  Room  420 
Madison,  WI  53703 
Wyoming 

].C.  O'Mahoney  Fed.  Building 
Room  4002,  2120  Capitol  Avenue 
Cheyenne,  W  Y  82001 
North  Mariana  Islands 
c/o  U.S.  Attorney’s  Office 
6th  Floor,  Naura  Bldg. 

P.O.  Box  377 
Saipan,  CM  96950 

[FR  Doc.  92-3464  Filed  3-»-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4410-01 


Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics 

Appiication  information  for  Pf  1992 
Programs 

agency:  OfHce  of  Justice  Programs. 
Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics,  DOJ 
action:  Public  announcement  of  the 
availability  of  the  Application 
Information  for  FY  1992  Programs 
awarded  by  the  Bureau  of  Justice 
Statistics. 


summary:  The  Bureau  of  Justice 
Statistics  (BJS)  is  publishing  this  Notice 
of  the  availability  of  the  Application 
Information  for  FY  1992  Programs.  This 
information  is  of  interest  to  all  eligible 
State  agencies  and  local  jurisdictions, 
and  applicants  for  the  Justice 
Information  Policy  Assistance  program 
and  the  BJS  Visiting  Research 
Fellowship  program. 

DATES:  All  proposals  responding  to  the 
programs  included  in  the  Application 
Information  for  FY  1992  Programs  must 
be  postmarked  by  the  speciffc  due  dates 
indicated  for  each  program  in  the 
Application  Information  publication. 
ADDRESS:  Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics, 
room  1142,  633  Indiana  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20531. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Maureen  A.  Henneberg,  Chief,  Fiscal 
and  Management  Unit,  Bureau  of  Justice 
Statistics,  at  the  above  address. 
Telephone  (202)  61&-3282.  To  obtain  the 
Application  Information  for  FY  1992 
Programs,  call  the  Justice  Statistics 
Clearinghouse  toll-free  number  1-800- 
732-3277  at  the  National  Criminal 
Justice  Reference  Service  (NCJRS),  Box 
6000,  Rockville,  MD  20850. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The' 
following  supplementary  information  is 
provided: 

Background 

The  Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics  is 
announcing  the  following  four  programs 
for  which  applications  may  be  made: 
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(1)  State  Statistical  Analy^  Centers 
(SAC)  and  Information  Network: 

(2)  Criminal  History  Record 
Improvement  (CHRI)  Program; 

(3)  Incident-Based  Reporting  System 
Program:  Local  Law  Enforcement 
Utilization  Project;  and 

(4)  BJS  Visiting  Research  Fellowship 
Program. 

The  State  Statistical  Analysis  Center 
(SAC)  program  and  the  Criminal  History 
Record  Information  (CHRI)  program 
have  single  eligible  applicant  agencies 
within  each  State.  For  SAC  programs, 
the  State  Statistical  Analysis  Centers 
are  the  eligible  award  recipients. 
Applicants  for  the  SAC  program  may  be 
submitted  at  any  time;  there  is  no 
calendar  deadline.  For  the  CHRI 
program,  applicants  should  be  the  State 
agency  responsible  for  directing  or 
overseeing  the  repository  of  Statewide 
Criminal  history  files  on  persons 
arrested  for  fingerprintable  offenses 
within  the  State.  State  agencies 
responsible  for  reporting  dispositions  to 
the  criminal  history  repository  are  also 
eligible  to  receive  funds.  Every  State  is 
eligible  to  participate  in  this  program 
and  all  States  are  encouraged  to  apply. 
Applications  for  the  CHRI  program 
should  be  submitted  as  soon  as  possible 
for  funding  in  fiscal  year  1992. 

Under  the  Incident-Based  Reporting 
System  Program:  Local  Law 
Enforcement  Utilization  Project, 
statements  of  interest  are  being  solicited 
from  local  law  enforcement  agencies  in 
major  cities  (populations  over  2.')0,000) 
with  incident-based  data  available  for 
analysis,  desiring  to  participate  in  a 
cooperative  analytical  effort  with  BJS. 
Statements  of  interest  should  be 
postmarked  on  or  before  May  1, 1992. 

The  BJS  Visiting  Research  Fellowship 
Program  is  designed  to  promote  criminal 
justice  and  justice  system  related 
statistical  research  among  the  academic 
and  professional  justice  community  to 
meet  the  specific  needs  of  the 
Administration,  the  Department  (rf 
Justice,  and  BJS.  In  most  cases,  the 
recipient  of  a  fellowship  should  hold  an 
advanced  degree  in  statistics  or  one  of 
the  social  sciences  or  related  disciplines 
and/or  have  relevant  and  substantial 
experience  in  justice-related  issues,  the 
application  of  quantitative  research 
techniques,  and  report  writing. 

Stevea  D.  Dillingham, 

Director.  BJS. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5552  Filed  3-»-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUMO  CODE  4410-1S-M 


Parole  Commission 

Consolidation  of  the  Northeast  and 
Southeast  Regions  Into  a  Single 
Eastern  Region,  and  Transfer  of 
Certain  States  to  the  North  Central  and 
South  Central  Regions 

agency:  United  States  Parole 
Commission,  Justice. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  redefinition  of 
regional  boundaries. 

summary:  The  U.S.  Parole  Commission 
is  redefining  the  boundaries  of  the 
regions  which  it  has  established  for  the 
purpose  of  delegating  decision  making 
authority  to  Regional  Commissioners 
under  18  U.S.C.  4203(cJ(l).  The 
Northeast  and  Southeast  Regions  will  be 
consolidated  into  a  single  Eastern 
Region.  Certain  states  are  also  being 
transferred  to  the  North  Central  and 
South  Central  Regions  at  the  same  time. 
The  purpose  of  these  changes  is  to 
permit  the  Commission  to  manage  its 
caseload  more  efficiently  in  view  of  the 
recent  elimination  of  three  regional 
offices,  and  the  Commission’s 
statutorily-scheduled  abolition  on 
November  1, 1997. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  10, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  Preston.  Attorney,  Telephone 
(301)  492-5959. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  U.S. 
Parole  Commission  has  the  authority, 
under  18  U.S.C.  4203(a)(2),  to  “*  *  * 
create  such  regions  as  are  necessary"  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Parole 
Commission  and  Reorganization  Act  of 
1976.  Within  each  region,  all  cases  not 
designated  for  the  Commission’s  original 
jurisdiction  are  initially  decided  by 
Regional  Commissioners  pursuant  to  18 
U.S.C.  4203(c)(1). 

Under  the  Sentencing  Reform  Act  of 
1984  (as  amended),  Public  Law  98-473. 
the  Parole  Commission’s  jurisdiction  is 
limited  to  federal  prisoners  and  parolees 
who  committed  their  offense  prior  to 
November  1, 1987.  The  Commission  is 
scheduled  for  abolition  on  November  1. 
1997.  Accordingly,  the  Commission’s 
caseload  is  declining,  and  the 
Commission  continues  to  be  obliged  to 
implement  an  orderly  reduction  of  its 
operations  by  consolidating  regions  and 
redefining  regional  boundaries. 

’There  are  currently  four  regions,  an 
arrangement  restdting  fi*om  the  closure 
of  the  Commission’s  regional  offices  in 
San  Francisco,  Califomiar  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania;  and  Atlanta,  Georgia,  in 
1991.  See  56  FR  28417  (June  20, 1991). 
Regional  Offices  are  now  located  in 
Dallas,  Texas;  Kansas  City,  Missouri; 
and  Chevy  Chase,  Maryland. 


The  primary  result  of  this  action  will 
be  to  consolidate  the  functions  of  the 
Northeast  and  Southeast  Regions  under 
one  Regional  Commissioner,  with 
regional  office  headquarters  in  Chevy 
Chase,  Maryland.  The  regional  offices  in 
Dallas.  Texas;  and  Kansas  City, 
Missouri,  will  remain  open. 

Accordingly,  the  Commission  has 
taken  the  following  actions:  1.  The 
Northeast  and  Southeast  Regions  will  be 
eliminated  effective  April  10. 1992. 

2.  The  Eastern  Region  is  created 
effective  April  10, 1992,  and  will  consist 
of  the  following  states:  Alabama. 
Connecticut,  District  of  Columbia, 
Delaware,  Florida.  Georgia,  Maine. 
Maryland.  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire.  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Puerto 
Rico,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Vermon,  Virginia,  Virgin  Islands,  and 
West  Virginia. 

3.  The  following  states  are  transferred 
to  the  South  Central  Region,  effective 
April  10. 1992:  Tennessee  and 
Mississippi. 

4.  The  following  states  are  transferred 
to  the  North  Central  Region,  effective 
April  10, 1992:  Kentucky  and  Oklahoma. 

Acting  Regional  Commissioner  will 
continue  to  be  designated  by  the 
Chairman  on  an  as  needed  basis  to 
ensure  timely  decision-making  by  the 
Commission,  pursuant  to  28  CFR  125. 

Dated:  February  21. 199Z 
Jasper  R.  Clay, 

Vice  Chairman,  U.S.  Parole  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5549  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Job  Training  Partnership  Act;  Geriatric 
Aides  Demonstration;  Nursing  Home 
and  Home  Heaith  Care 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  DOL. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  availability  of  funds 
and  solicitation  for  grant  applications 
(SGA). _ 

SUMMARY:  The  Employment  and 
Training  Administratimi,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  is  soliciting 
proposals  on  a  competitive  basis  under 
title  IV,  part  D,  section  452  of  the  Job 
Training  Partnership  Act  (JTPA)  for  the 
conduct  of  demonstration  projects 
pertaining  to  semi-professional  and 
para-professional  occupations  in  elder 
care.  The  purpose  of  this  grant 
solicitation  is  to  demonstrate 
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innovative,  comprehensive  strategies 
and  model  approaches  for  providing  job 
opportunities  for  disadvantaged  adults 
and  youth  as  certihed  geriatric  nurse's 
aides,  home  health  care  aides,  and 
personal  home  attendants;  and.  to 
develop  career  ladders/paths  which  will 
result  in  the  upgrading  of  skills  needed 
to  attain  occupational  advancement. 

Eligible  applicants  will  be  Private 
Industry  Councils  [PICs]  or  other  entities 
(as  defined  below).  Applicants  will  have 
to  provide  assurances  that  it  has 
linkages  with  community  groups  that 
traditionally  serve  the  needs  of  the 
elderly.  No  other  organizations  or 
individuals  are  eligible  to  apply. 
However,  Organizations  interested  in 
this  project  should  work  through  the 
local  eligible  applicant  to  coordinate 
services  and  activities. 

The  term  PIC  means  an  organization 
described  under  section  102  of  JTPA 
which  is  established  for  each  service 
delivery  area  in  the  JTPA  system  and 
which  has  the  responsibilities 
enumerated  under  section  103  of  JTPA. 
including  providing  the  policy  guidance 
for,  and  exercising  oversight  with 
respect  to,  activities  under  the  job 
training  plan  for  its  service  delivery 
area. 

The  term  or  other  Entities  designated 
to  develop  and  administer  the  job 
training  plan  for  JTPA  service  delivery 
areas  means  an  organization  that  has 
been  selected  under  the  provisions  of 
section  103(b)l  and  may  be  a  unit  of 
general  local  government  in  its  service 
delivery  area  (or  an  agency  thereof),  a 
nonprofit  private  organization  or 
corporation,  or  any  other  agreed-upon 
entity  or  entities. 

DATES:  The  application  will  be  available 
March  25, 1992.  The  requests  must  be 
made  in  writing  to  the  address  below. 
Telephone  and  telefacsimile  (FAX)  will 
not  be  honored.  The  request  must  cite 
SGA/DAA  92-005  and  must  include  two 
(2)  self-addressed  labels.  Requests  will 
be  honored  on  a  first  come,  first  serve 
basis  until  the  supply  of  300  is 
exhausted.  The  closing  date  for  receipt 
of  proposals  will  be  April  24, 1992,  2  p.m. 
Eastern  time.  Any  application  not 
meeting  the  designated  place,  date,  and 
time  of  delivery  will  not  be  considered. 
AODMESSES:  Mail  your  request  to  obtain 
Solicitation  for  Grant  Application  (SGA) 
to:  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Office  of  Grants  and 
Contract  Management.  Division  of 
Acquisition  and  Assistance.  200 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  room  C-4305. 
Washington.  DC,  20210,  Attention: 
Charlotte  Adams,  Reference  SGA/DAA 
92-005. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charlotte  Adams,  telephone:  (202)  535- 
8702  (This  is  not  a  Toll  Free  Number). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  will  award  approximately  two  (2) 
to  three  (3)  grants.  It  is  anticipated  that 
a  total  of  $250,000  will  be  awarded 
under  this  initiative.  The  period  of 
performance  will  be  15  months  from 
date  of  execution  by  the  Government. 
Based  on  the  availability  of  funds, 
efiective  program  operation  and  needs 
of  the  Department,  grants  may  be 
extended  up  to  two  (2)  additional  years 
(one  year  at  a  time).  The  final  decision 
on  the  award  will  be  based  on  what  is 
most  advantageous  to  the  Federal 
Government  as  determined  by  the  ETA 
Grant  Officer. 

Signed  at  Washington.  DC,  on  February  27, 
1992. 

Robert  D.  Parker, 

ETA  Grant  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  92-5563  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4S10-30-M 


Job  Training  Partnership  Act  National 
Youth  Apprenticeship  Research  and 
Demonstration  Project 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  availability  of  funds 
and  of  solicitation  for  grant  applications 
(SGA). _ 

SUMMARY:  The  Employment  and 
Training  Administration  (ETA),  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  is  soliciting 
proposals  on  a  competitive  basis  to 
conduct  a  series  of  National  Youth 
Apprenticeship  Research  and 
Demonstration  Projects  that  will 
establish  a  more  efficient  way  by  which 
American  youth  can  make  the  transition 
from  school  to  the  work  force.  Eligible 
participants  will  be  public,  profit,  and 
non-profit  organizations  who  meet  the 
basic  requirements.  To  qualify, 
participants'  proposals  must  include 
evidence  and/or  agreements  of  the 
following:  Partnerships  with  active 
participation  of  schools  and  employers: 
provision  for  the  integration  of  school 
and  work-site  learning;  structured  work¬ 
site  learning;  fonnaL  signed  youth 
apprenticeship  contracts;  linkage  to 
other  State  initiatives  for  school 
restructuring  and  reform;  delineation  of 
stepw  in  the  recruitment  of  and 
marketing  to  student  participants;  and 
an  evaluation  plan,  detailing  the 
methodology  to  be  used  in  assessing  the 
project's  efiectiveness.  All  basic 
requirements  must  be  met. 


DATES:  The  application  will  be  available 
March  25, 1992.  The  requests  must  be 
made  in  writing  to  the  address  below. 
Telephone  and  telefacsimile  (FAX)  will 
not  be  honored.  The  request  must  cite 
SGA/DAA  92-006  and  must  include  two 
(2)  self-addressed  labels.  Requests  will 
be  honored  on  a  first  come,  first  served 
basis  until  the  supply  of  300  is 
exhausted.  The  closing  date  for  receipt 
of  proposals  will  be  April  24, 1992,  2  p.m. 
Eastern  time.  Any  application  not 
meeting  the  designated  place,  date,  and 
time  of  delivery  will  not  be  considered. 
ADDRESSES:  Mail  your  request  to  obtain 
Solicitation  for  Grant  Application  (SGA) 
to:  U.S.  Department  of  Uibor, 
Employment  and  Training 
Administration.  Office  of  Grants  and 
Contracts  Management,  Division  of 
Acquisition  and  Assistance.  200 
Constitution  Avenue  NW..  room  C-4305. 
Washington.  DC  20210,  Attention:  Laura 
Cesario,  Reference  SGA/DAA  92-006. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT; 
Laura  Cesario,  Telephone:  (202)  535- 
8702  (This  is  not  a  toll  free  number). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Employment  and  Training 
Administration  (ETA)  will  make 
multiple  grant  awards  for  demonstration 
projects  from  a  budget  of  approximately 
$2  million.  The  maximum  amount  of  any 
of  these  grants  will  be  $250,000.  Pending 
availability  of  funds,  effective  program 
operation  and  the  needs  of  the 
Department,  the  grantfs)  may  be 
extended  for  up  to  two  additional  years. 
The  period  of  performance  will  be  24 
months  from  date  of  execution  by  the 
Government.  The  Department  of  Labor 
seeks  to  fund  projects  that  are  organized 
such  that  a  broad  partnership  of  schools, 
employers,  government,  state  agencies, 
community  members,  parents,  students, 
and  all  other  stakeholders  have 
important  and  active  roles  in  project 
management 

The  final  decision  on  the  award  will 
be  based  on  what  is  most  advantageous 
to  the  Federal  Government  as 
determined  by  the  ETA  Grant  Officer. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC  on  February  28. 
1992. 

Robert  D.  Parker, 

ETA  Grant  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5504  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLINO  CODE  4S10-30-M 

Labor  Surplus  Area  Classifications 
Under  Executive  Orders  12073  and 
10582;  Additions  to  the  Annual  List  of 
Labor  Surplus  Areas 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration.  Labor. 
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action:  Notice. 

DATES:  These  additions  to  the  annual 
list  of  labor  surplus  areas  are  effective 
March  1, 1992. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  announce  additions  to  the  annual  list 
of  labor  surplus  areas. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  }.  McGarrity,  Labor  Economist, 
Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  200  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  room  N-4470,  Attention: 
TEESS,  Washington,  DC  20210. 
Telephone:  202-535-0189. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  12073  requires 
executive  agencies  to  emphasize 
procurement  set-asides  in  labor  surplus 
areas.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  is 
responsible  under  that  Order  for 
classifying  and  designating  areas  as 
labor  surplus  areas.  Executive  agencies 
should  refer  to  Federal  Acquisition 
Regulation  part  20  (48  CFR  part  20)  in 
order  to  assess  the  impact  of  the  labor 
surplus  area  program  on  particular 
procurements. 

Under  Executive  Order  10582 
executive  agencies  may  reject  bids  or 
offers  of  foreign  materials  in  favor  of  the 
lowest  offer  by  a  domestic  supplier,  ^ 
provided  that  the  domestic  supplier 
undertakes  to  produce  substantially  all 
of  the  materials  in  areas  of  substantial 
unemployment  as  defined  by  the 
Secretary  of  Labor.  The  preference  given 
to  domestic  suppliers  under  Executive 
Order  10582  has  been  modified  by 
Executive  Order  12260.  Federal 
Acquisition  Regulation  part  25  (48  CFR 
part  25)  implements  Executive  Order 
12260.  Executive  agencies  should  refer 
to  Federal  Acquisition  Regulation  part 
25  in  procurements  involving  foreign 
businesses  or  products  in  order  to 
assess  its  impact  on  the  particular 
procurements. 

The  Department  of  Labor  regulations 
implementing  Executive  Orders  12073 
and  10582  are  set  forth  at  20  CFR  part 
654,  subparts  A  and  B.  Subpart  A 
requires  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Labor  to  classify  jurisdictions  as  labor 
surplus  areas  pursuant  to  the  criteria 
specified  in  the  regulations  and  to 
publish  annually  a  list  of  labor  surplus 
areas.  Pursuant  to  those  regulations  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  published 
the  annual  list  of  labor  surplus  areas  on 
October  25, 1991,  (56  FR  55339). 

Subpart  B  of  part  654  states  that  an 
area  of  substantial  unemployment  for 
purposes  of  Executive  Order  10582  is 
any  area  classiHed  as  a  labor  surplus 
area  under  subpart  A.  Thus,  labor 


surplus  areas  under  Executive  Order 
12073  are  also  areas  of  substantial 
unemployment  under  Executive  Order 
10582. 

The  areas  described  below  have  been 
classiHed  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Labor  as  labor  surplus  areas  pursuant  to 
20  CFR  654.5(b)(48)  FR  15615  April  12, 
1983)  and  are  effective  March  1, 1992. 

The  list  of  labor  surplus  areas  is 
published  for  the  use  of  all  Federal 
agencies  in  directing  procurement 
activities  and  locating  new  plants  or 
facilities. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC  on  March  3, 
1992. 

Roberts  T.  (ones. 

Assistant  Secretary  af  Labor. 

Additions  to  the  Annual  List  of 
•  Labor  Surplus  Areas 


[March  1. 19921 


Labor  surplus  areas 

Civil  jurisdictions  included 

Kentucky; 

Louisville  City . 

Louisville  City  in  Jefferson 

Mairw; 

Lewiston  City . 

County. 

Lewiston  City  in  Andros- 

Balance  of 

coggin  County. 
Androscoggin  County  Less 

Androscoggin 

Lewiston  City. 

County. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5519  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BHXINO  CODE  4510-S0-M 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Office  of  Public  Partnership  (Locals 
Section);  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Office  of 
Public  Partnership  (Locals  Section)  will 
be  held  on  March  25, 1992  from  8:15 
a.m. — 6:30  p.m.  and  March  26  from  9 
a.m. — 4  p.m.  in  room  730  at  the  Nancy 
Hanks  Center,  1100  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20506. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  a  space  available  basis.  The 
topics  for  discussion  will  be 
introductory  remarks,  review  of 
evaluation  criteria  and  supplementary 
material,  application  review,  rankings 
and  recommendations,  guidelines 
review  and  policy  discussion. 

Any  interested  person  may  observe 
meetings,  or  positions  thereof,  which  are 
open  to  the  public,  and  may  be 
permitted  to  participate  in  the 
discussions  at  the  discretion  of  the 


meeting  chairman  and  with  the  approval 
of  the  full-time  Federal  employee  in 
attendance. 

If  you  need  special  accommodations 
due  to  a  disability,  please  contact  the 
Office  of  Special  Constituencies, 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts,  1100 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20506,  202/682-5532,  TTY  202/682- 
5496,  at  least  seven  (7)  days  prior  to  the 
meeting. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Ms. 
Yvonne  M.  Sabine,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington, 
DC  20506,  or  call  (202)  682-5433. 

Dated:  March  5, 1992. 

Yvonne  M.  Sabine, 

Director,  Council  and  Panel  Operations, 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5547  Filed  3-9-92:  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  7S37-01-M 


NATIONAL  INDIAN  GAMING 
COMMISSION 

Fee  Rates 

agency:  National  Indian  Gaming 

Commission. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given, 
pursuant  to  25  CFR  514.1(a)(3),  that  the 
National  Indian  Gaming  Commission 
has  adopted  a  preliminary  annual  fee 
rate  of  1%  for  calendar  year  1992.  The 
rate  shall  apply  to  all  assessable  gross 
revenues  (tier  1  and  tier  2)  from  each 
class  II  gaming  operation  regulated  by 
the  Commission. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Fred  W.  Stuckwisch,  National  Indian 
Gaming  Commission,  1850  M  Street 
NW.,  suite  250,  Washington,  DC  20036; 
telephone  202/632-7003;  fax  202/632- 
7066  (these  are  not  toll-free  numbers). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Indian  Gaming  Regulatory  Act 
established  the  National  Indian  Gaming 
Commission  which  is  charted  with, 
among  other  things,  regulating  Class  II 
gaming  on  Indian  lands. 

The  regulations  of  the  Commission  (25 
CFR  part  500)  provide  for  a  system  of 
fee  assessment  and  payment  that  is  self- 
administered  by  the  Class  II  gaming 
operations.  Pursuant  to  those 
regulations,  the  Commission  is  required 
to  adopt  and  communicate  assessment 
rates;  the  gaming  operations  are 
required  to  apply  those  rates  to  their 
revenues,  compute  the  fees  to  be  paid, 
and  report  and  remit  the  fees  to  the 
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Commission  on  a  quarterly  basis. 

The  regulations  of  the  Commission 
and  this  rate  are  effective  for  calendar 
year  1992.  Therefore,  all  Class  11  gaming 
operations  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  are  required  to  self- 
administer  the  provisions  of  these 
regulations  and  report  and  pay  any  fees 
that  are  due  to  the  Commission  before 
the  end  of  the  First  quarter  of  1992 
{March  31). 

Dated;  March  5. 1992. 

Anthony ).  Hope, 

Chairman,  National  Indian  Gaming 
Commission. 

[FR  Doa  92-5573  Filed  3-9-92;  8;45  am] 

WLUNa  cooe  tsss-oi-m 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Collection  of  Information  Submitted 
for  0MB  Review 

In  accordance  with  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  and  OMB  Guidelines,  the 
National  Science  Foundation  is  posting 
two  notices  of  information  collections 
that  will  affect  the  public.  Interested 
persons  are  invited  to  submit  comments 
by  April  4, 1992.  Comments  may  be 
submitted  to: 

(A)  Agency  Clearance  Officer. 

Herman  G.  Fleming,  Division  of 
Personnel  and  Management,  National 
Science  Foundation,  Washington,  DC 
20550,  or  by  telephone  (202)  357-7335 
and  to; 

(B)  OAfB  Desk  Officer.  Office  of 
Information  and  Regulatory  Affairs, 
ATTN:  Dan  Chenok,  Desk  Officer,  OMB, 
722  Jackson  Place,  room  3208,  NEOB, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Title:  Minority  Research  Programs 
Assessment. 

Affected  Public:  Individuals. 
Respondents /Reporting  Burden:  618 
respondents;  one  hour  per  response. 

Abstract:  During  the  1980’s  NSF 
created  three  programs  to  build  research 
capacity  of  minority  researchers  and 
minority  institutions.  This  study 
examines  the  career  development  of 
researches  who  benefited  from  FY  1987- 
89  awards  in  the  three  programs 
compared  with  the  careers  of 
researchers  in  several  control  groups. 

Dated:  March  4. 1992. 

Herman  G.  Fleming. 

Reports  Clearance  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5481  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  COM  7SSS-<n-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Advlsoiy  CommIttM  on  Reactor 
Safeguardat  Subcommittee  on 
Thermal  Hydraulic  Phenomena; 

Meeting 

The  ACRS  Subcommittee  on  Thermal 
Hydraulic  I%enomena  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  March  26. 1992,  in  room  P- 
110,  7920  Norfolk  Avenue,  Bethesda, 

MD. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to 
public  attendance,  with  the  exception  of 
a  portion  that  may  be  closed  to  discuss 
information  deemed  proprietary  to  the 
General  Electric  Company  (GE) 
pursuant  to  U.S.C.  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(4]. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows: 

Thursday,  March  26. 1992 — 6:30  a.m. 

until  the  conclusion  of  business 

The  Subcommittee  will  review  the  GE 
generic  program  supporting  power  level 
increases  for  operating  GE  filing 
Water  Reactor  nuclear  power  plants. 

Oral  statements  may  be  presented  by 
members  of  the  public  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Subcommittee 
Chairman;  written  statements  will  be 
accepted  and  made  available  to  the 
Committee.  Recordings  will  be  permitted 
only  during  those  portions  of  the 
meeting  when  a  transcript  is  being  kept 
and  questions  may  be  asked  only  by 
members  of  the  Subcommittee,  its 
consultants,  and  staff.  Persons  desiring 
to  make  oral  statements  should  notify 
the  ACRS  staff  member  named  below  as 
far  in  advance  as  is  practicable  so  that 
appropriate  arrangements  can  be  made. 

During  the  initial  portion  of  the 
meeting,  the  Subcommittee,  along  with 
any  of  its  consultants  who  may  be 
present,  may  exchange  preliminary 
views  regarding  matters  to  be 
considered  during  the  balance  of  the 
meeting. 

The  Subcommittee  will  then  hear 
presentations  by  and  hold  discussions 
with  representatives  of  the  NRC  staff, 
the  General  Electric  Company,  their 
consultants,  and  other  interested 
persons  regarding  this  review. 

Further  information  regarding  topics 
to  be  discussed,  the  scheduling  of 
sessions  open  to  the  public,  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or 
rescheduled,  the  Chairman's  ruling  on 
requests  for  the  opportunity  to  present 
oral  statements  and  the  time  allotted 
therefor  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid 
telephone  call  to  the  Designated  Federal 
Official.  Mr.  Paul  Boehnert  (telephone 
303/492-8558)  between  7:30  a.m.  and 
4:15  p.m.  (EST).  Persons  planning  to 
attend  this  meeting  are  urged  to  contact 
the  above  named  individual  one  or  two 


days  before  the  scheduled  meeting  to  be 
advised  of  any  changes  in  schedule,  etc., 
that  may  have  occurred. 

Dated;  March  2, 1992. 

Sam  Duraiswamy, 

Chief.  Nuclear  Reactors  Branch. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5528  Filed  3-9-92: 8:45  am) 

MLUNQ  COM  7fSfr-01-« 

Rorida  Power  &  Light  Co,,  Turkey 
Point  Plant,  Unit  Nos.  3  and  4; 
Correction  to  Receipt  and  Denial  of 
Petition  for  Director's  Decision  Under 
10  CFR  2.206 

On  February  27, 1992,  a  notice  was 
published  concerning  the  receipt  and 
denial  of  a  Director's  Decision  under  10 
CFR  2.206.  The  notice  pertained  to  a 
request  by  Mr.  Thomas  Saporito  to  take 
certain  actions  against  the  Florida 
Power  and  Light  Company  regarding  the 
Turkey  Point  Plant.  Units  3  and  4.  On 
page  6748,  at  the  bottom  of  the  second 
column,  the  date  “December  3, 1992” 
should  read  “January  3, 1992.” 

Dated  at  Rockville.  Maryland,  this  4th  day 
of  March  1992. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

L  Raghavan, 

Acting  Project  Manager,  Project  Directorate 
II-Z  Division  of  Reactor  Projects— ! /II,  Office 
of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

[FR  Doa  92-5527  Hied  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
aUUNQ  COM  7SWM)1-H 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy 

Request  for  Comments  on  a  Proposed 
Amendment  to  OFPP  Policy  Letter  80- 
3 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Procurement 
Policy  (OFPP). 

action:  OFK*  is  requesting  comments 
on  a  proposed  amendment  to  OFPP 
Policy  Letter  No.  80-3  which  would 
provide  new  guidance  for  determining 
which  individuals  within  a  contractor's 
organization  may  certify  claims  under 
the  Contract  Disputes  Act  (CDA). 

summary:  The  CDA  requires  that,  for 
claims  over  $50,000,  a  contractor  must 
certify  that:  (1)  The  claim  is  made  in 
good  faith,  (2)  the  supporting  data  are 
accurate  and  complete  to  the  best  of  the 
contractor's  knowledge  and  belief,  and 
(3)  the  amount  requested  accurately 
reflects  the  contract  adjustment  for 
which  the  contractor  believes  the 
Government  is  liable.  41  U.S.C. 

S  605(c)(l}.  As  a  result  of  an  amendment 
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to  the  CDA  by  the  Administrative 
Dispute  Resolution  Act.  certification  is 
also  required  for  claims  of  any  amount 
in  which  alternative  means  of  dispute 
resolution  or  other  mutually  agreeable 
procedures  are  used.  41  U.S.C.  605(d). 

The  CDA  does  not  identify  who 
within  a  contractor’s  organization  can 
properly  act  in  certifying  a  claim. 
However,  OFPP  Policy  Letter  80-3, 
which  provides  regulatory  guidance  on 
the  CDA,  states  at  section  I.7(b]  that: 

[T]he  certification  shall  be  executed  by  the 
contractor  if  an  individual.  When  the 
contractor  is  not  an  individual,  the 
certification  shall  be  executed  by  a  senior 
company  official  in  charge  at  the  contractor’s 
plant  or  location  involved,  or  by  an  officer  or 
general  partner  of  the  contractor  having 
overall  responsibility  for  the  conduct  of  the 
contractor’s  affairs. 

This,  and  other,  guidance  on  contract 
disputes  contained  in  Policy  Letter  80-3 
was  provided  to  ensure  that  the 
procuring  agencies  adopted  uniform  and 
consistent  language  when  amending 
their  regulations  to  comply  with  changes 
required  by  the  CDA.  45  FR  31035  (May 
9, 1980).  Providing  such  guidance  on  the 
disputes  process  was  consistent  with 
OFPP’s  responsibilities  under  the  Office 
of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  (OFPP) 
Act  as  amended,  to  develop  a  single, 
simpliffed  uniform  Federal  procurement 
system  incorporating  all  elements  and 
stages  of  the  acquisition  process  to  be 
followed  by  Executive  agencies.  Public 
Law  No.  9&-63. 93  Stat  648, 41  U.S.C. 
405(a);  H.R.  Rep.  No.  178, 96th  Cong.,  1st 
Sess.,  8,  reprinted  in  1979  U.S.  Code 
Cong.'ft  Admin.  News  1492, 1499. 

In  particular,  the  technical  guidance 
identifying  who  could  certify  claims  on 
behalf  of  the  contractor  was  meant  to 
further  the  Congressional  goal  of  fair 
and  expedient  resolution  of  claims  by 
providing  a  standard  by  which  to 
readily  ascertain  those  people  who 
could  certify  a  claim  without  the  risk  of 
extended  litigation  over  that  issue.  By 
utilizing  a  standard  similar  to  that 
already  required  by  the  Department  of 
Defense  (DOD)  Appropriation 
Authorization  Act  of  1979  (Pub.  L.  No. 
95-485,  813,  92  Stat.  1611, 1624  (1978), 
now  codified  at  10  U.S.C.  Section  2410) 
for  claims  under  DOD  contracts,  the 
guidance  was  intended  to  avoid 
confusion  for  DOD  contractors  and 
contracting  officers. 

Requiring  that  higher  level  officials 
within  a  non-individual  contractor 
examine  the  basis  of  the  claim  was 
commensurate  with  the  serious 
consequences  of  submitting  a  fraudulent 
claim,  which  may  include  forfeiture  of 
the  claim  (28  U.S.C.  2514),  civil  monetary 
sanctions  (41  U.S.C.  604;  31  U.S.C.  3729), 
debarment  see  Federal  acquisition 


Regulation  (FAR)  9.406-2)  and 
imprisonment  (18  U.S.C.  287, 1001). 

While  at  the  same  time  serving  to  deter 
the  submission  of  unsupported 
contractor  claims,  the  guidance  was  also 
designed  to  allow  the  corporate  sector 
sufficient  flexibility  to  operate  taheir 
businesses  as  they  saw  fft — an  intention 
recently  acknowledged  by  the  Claims 
Court  in  Aleman  Food  Services,  Inc.  v. 
United  States,  24  Cl.  Ct.  345  (1991). 

In  the  approximately  nine  years 
following  the  issuance  of  Policy  Letter 
80-3,  there  was  relatively  little  litigation 
over  the  interpretation  of  this  language, 
which,  but  for  minor  changes  in  the 
word  order  and  punctuation,  has  been 
adopted  by  the  FAR  at  33.207(c). 
However,  since  that  time,  it  has  become 
one  of  the  most,  if  not  the  most, 
controverted  of  the  disputes  provisions. 

Much  of  the  recent  litigation  has 
focused  on  whether  contractors  have 
complied  with  FAR  33.207(c)  as  it  has 
been  interpreted  by  the  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  Federal  Circuit  in  United  States 
V.  Grumman  Aerospace  Corp.,  927  F.  2d 
575  (Fed.  Cir.  1991),  cert,  denied,  60 
U.S.LW.  3293  (U.S.  Oct.  15, 1991)  (No. 
90-1800).  In  Grumman,  the  Court  stated 
that  (1)  the  certifying  senior  company 
official  must  have  both  (a)  primary 
responsibility  for  the  execution  of  the 
contract  and  (b)  a  physical  presence  at 
the  location  of  ffie  primary  contract 
activity,  and  (2)  the  certifying  officer  or 
general  partner  must  have  overall 
responsibility  for  the  conduct  of  the 
contractor’s  affairs  in  general.  Litigation 
currently  persists  over  every  aspect  of 
the  requirement  as  interpreted  in 
Grumman,  including  what  constitutes 
“primary  responsibility,  ’’  what  level  of 
physical  presence  qualiffes  as  being  “at” 
the  plant  or  location  involved,  and  what 
constitutes  overall  responsibility  “in 
general,” 

Concern  has  been  expressed 
regarding  the  difficulties  of  complying 
with  FAR  33.207(c)  as  it  has  been 
interpreted  in  Grumman.  In  a  dissenting 
opinion  from  the  Court’s  refusal  to 
consider  Grumman  en  banc,  four  judges 
suggested  that  the  majority's 
construction  of  the  regulation  is  onerous. 
927  F.2d  at  583.  One  Claims  Court  judge 
concluded  that  the  Grumman 
interpretation  is  problematic  because  it 
creates  corporate  micromanagement  by 
the  Government.  Shirley  Construction 
Corp.  V.  United  States,  23  Cl.  Ct.  686 
(1991).  The  Armed  Services  Board  of 
Contract  Appeals  (ASBCA)  has  directed 
appelants  whose  claims  were  certiffed 
by  project  managers,  vice  presidents  for 
ffnancial  affairs,  and  other  vice 
presidents  to  submit  evidence  indicating 
that  their  certiffcations  are  proper.  The 
ASBCA  has  apparently  undertaken  this 


action  because  of  the  “uncertainties 
attendant  on  the  Federal  Circuit’s 
opinion.”  55  Fed.  Cont.  Rep.  369-70. 

Substantial  resources  have  been,  and 
continue  to  be,  expended  by  contractors 
attempting  to  comply  with  the  regulation 
as  construed  in  Grumman,  by 
Government  agencies  attempting  to 
ensure  that  the  jurisdictional 
prerequisite  has  been  met,  and  by 
tribunals  interpreting  the  requirement. 
This  burden,  which  prevents  parties 
from  focusing  on  the  merits  of  their 
disputes,  contravenes  the  CDA’s 
avowed  goal  of  ensuring  the  prompt  and 
efficient  resolution  of  disputes  between 
contractors  and  the  Government.  See  41 
U.S.C.  607(e);  S.  Rep.  No.  1118,  95th 
Cong.,  2d  Sess.,  reprinted  in  1978  U.S. 
Code  Cong.  &  Admin.  News  5235.  It  also 
frustrates  the  Policy  Letter’s  intent  of 
avoiding  equivocation  and  litigation  on 
the  matter. 

To  resolve  the  controversy  over  who 
may  certify  a  CDA  claim,  OFPP  is 
proposing  to  replace  the  guidance 
contained  in  section  1.7(b)  of  Policy 
Letter  80-3  with  the  following  language: 

If  the  contractor  is  an  individual,  the 
certification  shall  be  executed  by  that 
individual. 

If  the  contractor  is  not  an  individual, 
the  certification  shall  be  executed  by: 

(i)  Any  general  partner  of  a 
partnership  in  which  all  the  general 
partners  are  individuals; 

(ii)  Any  officer  elected  or  appointed 
by  the  contractor’s  governing  body  (the 
board  of  directors  where  there  is  such  a 
board);  or 

(iii)  Any  employee  who  is  duly 
authorized  by  name  or  by  position, 
without  the  power  of  redelegation,  to 
bind  the  contractor  in  certifying 
Contract  Disputes  Act  claims  as  the 
result  of: 

(1)  A  written  resolution  by  the 
contractor's  governing  body  (the  board 
of  directors  where  there  is  such  a 
board);  or 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  contractor 
composed  of  two  or  more  parties  (such 
as  corporations)  that  lacks  a  governing 
body: 

(a)  The  written  agreement  establishing 
the  contractor;  or 

(b)  A  written  resolution  by  each 
member  party's  governing  body  (the 
board  of  directors  where  there  is  such  a 
board). 

OFPP  believes  this  prescription  would 
benefit  both  the  Government  and  the 
contractor.  To  the  Government’s  benefit, 
this  prescription  would  foster  the 
important  public  policy  purpose  behind 
certification  of  deterring  the  submission 
of  unsupported  and  inflated  claims  as  a 
bargaining  tactic.  It  would  continue  to 
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hold  individual  contractors  personally 
accountable  and  liable  for  their  claims. 
Non-individual  contractors  would  also 
be  held  liable  and  accountable  if  the 
claims  certified  by  a  general  partner, 
officer,  or  a  duly  authorized  employee 
were  fraudulent.  See,  e.g..  Restatement 
of  Agency  Second  Section  257  (1958). 

Moreover,  the  incentive  for  careful 
review  and  early,  meaningful 
negotiations  would  be  ensured  through 
the  involvement  of  high  level  personnel 
in  the  certification  process,  either 
directly  (e.g.,  by  an  officer)  or  directly 
(e.g.,  by  an  employee  duly  authorized  by 
the  board  of  directors  which  would  be 
effectively  vouching  for  that  employee’s 
ability  to  attest  to  the  validity  and 
materiality  of  the  claim).  Since 
redelegation  of  due  authorization  would 
be  prohibited,  clear  written 
endorsement  down  the  chain  of 
command  would  be  ensured,  the 
important  public  policy  purpose  behind 
certification  would  remain  intact,  and 
evidentiary  problems  would  be 
minimized. 

To  the  contractor’s  benefit,  this 
prescription  would  avoid  corporate 
micromanagement  by  eliminating  any 
requirements  tied  to  geographic  locale 
or  preconceived  organizational 
relationships.  Instead,  it  would  promote 
efficiency  by  leaving  to  the  contractor 
the  prerogative  of  designating  an 
appropriate  certifier  who  can  act  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  sound 
management  practice.  Also,  to  the 
extent  that  a  board  resolution  need  not 
limit  CDA  claim  certification  authority 
to  specific  claims,  contacts,  projects,  or 
programs,  the  paperwork  buj^en  to  duly 
authorize  an  employee  would  be 
minimal  and  reasonable. 

Finally,  to  both  party’s  benefit — as 
well  as  that  of  all  tribunals  involved — 
this  language  would  help  guarantee  that 
the  emphasis  of  dispute  resolution 
moves  away  from  the  issue  of 
certification  and  returns  to  the  merits  of 
the  claim.  Such  refocusing  would  be 
clearly  consistent  with  Congress’  desire 
that  the  dispute  resolution  system  be 
prompt  and  efficient. 

OFPP  recognizes  that,  pursuant  to  10 
U.S.C.  2410,  contract  claims  over 
$100,000  under  DOD  contracts  must 
presently  be  certified  by  a  senior 
company  official  in  charge  at  the  plant 
or  location  involved.  Implementation  of 
the  new  guidance  without  a  similar 
change  in  10  U.S.C.  2410  would  create  a 
difference  with  respect  to  DOD 
contracts  in  who  can  certify  claims  over 
$100,000  and  who  can  certify  clalims  of 
$100,000  and  under.  OFPP  wishes  to 
avoid  such  confusion  and  any  litigation 
over  the  language  of  10  U.S.C.  2410. 
OFPP.  therefore,  intends  to  work  with 


DOD  in  developing  a  legislative 
proposal  to  bring  the  language  of  10 
U.S.C.  2410  identifying  who  can  certify 
contract  claims  into  conformity  with 
that  required  by  the  CDA  as 
implemented  by  this  proposed  policy. 

OFPP  believes  that  the  propose  of  this 
proposed  policy  is  sufficiently  important 
to  warrant  implementation  in  the  FAR 
as  quickly  as  possible.  Thus,  OFPP 
would  require  that  the  Defense 
Acquisition  Regulatory  Council  and  the 
Civilian  Agency  Acquisition  Council 
revise  FAR  33.207(c)  to  conform  to  the 
final  policy  in  the  Hrst  quarterly  Federal 
Acquisition  Circular  issued  150  days 
after  the  final  Policy  Letter  Amendment 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
following  supplementary  information  is 
provided  to  highlight  the  mechanics  of 
the  proposed  certification  language  as  it 
applies  to  non-individual  contractors. 

1.  Certification  by  officers.  Any 
officer  elected  or  appointed  by  the 
contractor’s  board  of  directors  may 
certify  a  claim.  If  the  contractor  lacks  a 
board  of  directors,  certificaiton  may  be 
made  by  any  officer  elected  or 
appointed  by  the  contractor’s  governing 
body  (e.g.,  the  board  of  governors  of  an 
educational  institution).  An  officer  may, 
but  need  not,  have  overall  responsibility 
for  the  conduct  of  the  contractor’s 
affairs.  Furthermore,  a  writing  may.  but 
need  not,  evidence  the  officer’s 
authority  to  certify  CDA  claims. 

2.  Certification  by  duly  authorized 
employees.  Any  employee  of  the 
contractor  may  certify  CDA  claims, 
provided  that  such  employee  has  been 
duly  authorized.  Due  authorization  is 
accomplished  through  a  written 
resolution  by  the  contractor’s  board  of 
directors,  or  other  governing  body  where' 
there  is  no  board  of  directors,  which 
identifies  the  employee  by  name  (e.g., 
John  H.  Doe)  or  by  position  (e.g.,  project 
manager)  and  indicates  that  this 
employee  is  authorized  to  certify  CDA 
claims.  (For  due  authorization  by 
contractors  lacking  a  governing  body, 
see  nos.  3  and  4,  below.)  Thus,  a 
resolution  authorizing  “anyone  in  the 
company’’  to  certify  CDA  claims  would 
be  insufficient,  because  it  fails  to  specify 
names  or  positions. 

A  board  resolution  may  authorize  as 
many  individual  employees  or  positions 
as  the  board  deems  appropriate. 
Moreover,  a  board  of  directors  is  not 
required  to  limit  the  scope  of  its 
authorization  to  particular  CDA  claims, 
contracts,  projects,  or  programs. 

However,  a  certifier  must  be  duly 
authorized  at  the  time  the  claim  is 
certified.  A  board  of  directors  may  not 


retroactively  authorize  and  employee  to 
certify.  To  avoid  confusion  and 
challenge,  boards  of  directors  and  other 
governing  bodies  should  (a)  clearly 
identify  individual  employees  an 
positions  in  their  written  resolutions,  (b) 
date  their  resolutions,  and  (c)  update 
their  resolutions  as  necessary  to  reflect 
pertinent  changes  in  authorized 
personnel. 

Moreover,  a  resolution  may  not 
authorize  redelegation  of  the  authority 
to  certify.  Thus,  if  a  board  resolution 
provides  for  CDA  certification  to  be 
made  by  "John  H.  Doe,  any  project 
manager,  or  their  designees’’ 
certification  may  be  made  only  by  John 
H.  Doe  or  any  project  manager.  Of 
course,  a  board  of  directors  may  always 
expand  the  scope  of  authorized 
employees  through  the  issuance  of  an 
additional  resolution  which  identifies 
them  by  name  or  by  position. 

3.  Certification  by  joint  venture 
contractors.  If  a  joint  venture  (an  entity 
comprised  of  two  or  more  parties 
engaged  in  the  joint  prosecution  of  a 
particular  transaction  or  transactions) 
has  a  governing  body,  such  as  a 
mangement  committee,  certification  may 
be  made  under  prong  (iii)(l)  by  any 
employee  duly  authorized  in  writing  by 
resolution  of  that  governing  body. 
Certification  may  also  be  made  under 
prong  (ii)  by  any  officer  elected  or 
appointed  by  that  govming  body,  should 
any  such  officers  exist. 

If  the  joint  venture  lacks  a  governing 
body,  certification  may  be  made  under 
prong  (iii)(2)(a)  by  any  employee 
identified  by  name  or  by  position  in  the 
wrritten  agreeement  establishing  the 
joint  venture  team  as  authorized  to 
certify  CDA  claims.  Alternatively,  under 
prong  (iii)(2)(b),  certification  may  be 
made  by  an  employee  of  one  of  the 
parties  who  is  duly  authorized  by  a 
resolution  of  each  member  party’s 
governing  body.  In  this  regard,  if  one  of 
the  member  parties  is  an  individual,  due 
authorization  on  the  part  of  the 
individual  may  be  made  by  a  writing  of 
that  individual. 

4.  Certification  by  partnerships.  If  the 
contractor  is  a  partnership  in  which  all 
the  general  partners  are  individuals,  the 
certification  may  be  executed  by  any 
general  partner  pursuant  to  prong  (i). 
Such  a  general  partner  may,  but  need 
not  have  overall  responsibility  for  the 
conduct  of  the  contractor’s  afiairs. 
Moreover,  the  general  partner’s 
authority  to  certify  may,  but  need  not, 
be  in  writing.  If  this  partnership  has  a 
governing  body,  such  as  a  mangement 
committee,  the  certification  may 
alternatively  be  executed  by  a  duly 
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authorized  employee  pursuant  to  prong 
(iii)(l). 

If  at  least  one  of  the  partners  is  other 
than  an  individual — such  as  a 
corporation — oertihcation  may  not  made 
made  under  prong  (i).  Coosier  the 
situation  where  a  partnership  is 
comprised  of  two  corporations,  bodi  of 
which  are  general  partners.  If  the 
partnership  has  a  governing  body  (e.g.,  a 
management  committee),  certificaticHi 
may  be  made  under  prong  (iaXl)  by  an 
employee  duly  authorized  by  that 
governing  body.  Absent  such  a 
governing  body,  certification  may  be 
made  under  prong  (iiiK2)(a)  by  any 
employee  identified  by  name  or  by 
position  in  the  written  partnership 
agreement  as  authorized  to  certify  CDA 
claims.  Alternatively,  certification  may 
be  made  under  prong  (m)(2)(b)  by  an 
employee  duly  authorized  by  the  board 
of  each  corporation.  In  this  regard,  if  one 
of  the  coiporatkms  were  a  limited 
parbier,  that  partner  would  not  have  to 
duly  authorize  the  employee,  inasmuch 
as  limited  partners  have  no  right  to 
participate  in  the  management  and 
operation  of  the  partnership. 

5.  Certification  by  state,  local,  and 
foreign  government  contractors.  With 
respect  to  state,  local,  and  foreign 
government  contractors,  “officer"  (as 
identified  in  prong  (ii}}  includes  officials 
elected  or  appointed  pursuant  to  a 
constitution,  charter,  or  statute,  or  by  a 
governing  body  (that  group  of  persons 
who  by  constitution,  charter,  or  statute 
is  authorized  to  elect  or  appoint 
officials).  For  example,  where  the 
contractor  is  a  state  government, 

“officer”  would  include  the  governor  (an 
offical  elected  or  appointed  pursuant  to 
the  state  constitution)  and  officials 
appointed  by  the  governor  (pursuant  to 
the  governor's  authority  under  the  state 
constihition). 

6.  Certifications  by  contractors  in 
bankruptcy.  Where  a  contractor  is  in 
bankruptcy  and  its  business  affairs  are 
under  the  control  of  a  court-appointed 
trustee  or  debtor  in  possession,  eidier 
would  qualify  as  duly  authorized 
employees  by  operation  of  law. 

Comment  Date:  Comments  on  this 
proposed  Policy  Letter  Amendment  must 
be  in  writing  and  must  be  received  by 
May  11, 1992. 

Address  and  Information  Contact 
Comments  should  be  submitted  to 
Mathew  Blum,  Staff  Attorney,  Office  of 
Federal  Ihncurement  Policy,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  room  9013, 72S 
17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20503, 
telephone  (202)  395-6603. 


Dated:  March  4, 1662. 

AUan  V.  Bunnan, 

Administrator. 

Amendment  to  Policy  Letter  No.  tn-3 
To  the  Heads  of  Executive  Departments  and 
Establishments 

SubiecC  Regulatory  Guidance  on  Pub.  L  No. 

95-563,  the  Contract  Dilutes  Act  of  1978 

1.  Purpose.  The  puipose  of  this  Amendment 
is  to  provide  new  guidance  for  deterroin'mg 
which  individuals  within  a  contractor's 
organization  may  property  act  in  certifjrfatg  a 
claim  under  the  Contract  Disputes  Act  (CDA) 
of  1676, 41  US.C.  $  §  801  et  seq.,  as  amended 
by  &e  Federal  Courts  Improvement  Act  of 
1982,  Pub.  L  No.  97-164,  and  the 
Admuiistrative  Dispute  Resolution  (ADR) 

Act,  Pub.  L  No.  101-552.  This  Amendment 
replaces  Section  1.7(b)  of  Policy  Letter  80-3. 

2.  Authority.  This  Amendment  to  Policy 
Letter  80-3  is  issued  pursuant  to  i  6(a)  of  the 
Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  (OFPP) 
Act  as  amended,  codified  at  41  U.S.C. 

§405(a}. 

3.  Background.  The  CDA  requires  that  for 
claims  over  $50,000,  a  contractor  must  certify 
that:  (1)  the  claim  is  made  in  good  faith,  (2) 
the  supporting  data  are  accurate  and 
complete  to  the  best  of  the  contractor's 
knowledge  and  belief,  and  (3)  the  amount 
requested  accurately  reflects  the  contract 
adjustment  for  which  the  contractor  believes 
the  Government  is  liable.  41  U.S.C. 

§  605(c)(1).  As  a  result  (rf  an  amendment  to 
the  CDA  by  the  ADR  Act,  certification  is  also 
required  for  claims  of  any  amount  in  which 
alternative  means  of  dispute  resolution  or 
other  mutuafly  agreeable  procedures  are 
used.  41  U.S.C.  i  605(d). 

The  CDA  does  not  identify  vrtio  within  a 
contractor's  organization  can  properly  act  in 
certifying  a  claim.  However.  OFPP  Policy 
Letter  80-3,  which  provides  regulatory 
guidance  on  the  CDA,  states  at  section  L7(b] 
that: 

(T)he  certification  shall  be  executed  by  the 
contractor  if  an  individual.  When  the 
contractor  is  not  an  individual,  the 
certification  shall  be  executed  by  a  senior 
company  official  in  charge  et  the  contractor’s 
plant  or  location  involved,  or  by  an  offioer  or 
general  partner  of  the  contractor  having 
overall  responsibility  for  the  conduct  of  the 
contractor's  affairs. 

This,  and  other,  guidance  on  contract 
disputes  contained  in  Policy  Letter  80-3  was 
provided  to  ensure  that  the  procuring 
agencies  adopted  uniform  and  consistent 
language  when  amending  their  regulations  to 
comply  with  changes  required  by  the  CDA.  45 
Fed.  Reg.  31035  (May  9, 1980).  ftoviding  such 
guidance  on  the  disputes  process  was 
consistent  with  OFPP’s  responsibilities  under 
the  OFPP  Act,  as  amended,  to  develop  a 
single,  simplified  uniform  Federal 
procurement  system  incorporating  aU 
elements  and  stages  of  the  acquisition 
process  to  be  followed  by  Executive  agencies. 
Pub.  L  No.  98-83. 93  StaL  648, 41  U.SXL 
S  405(a);  H.R.  Rep.  No.  178,  OMh  Cong^  1st 
Sess.,  8,  reprinted  in  1979  U.S.  Code  Cong.  & 
Admin.  News  1492, 1499. 

In  particular,  the  technical  guidance 
identifyi^  who  codd  certify  claims  on  behalf 


of  the  contractor  was  meant  to  further  the 
Congressional  goal  of  foir  and  expedient 
resolution  of  claims  by  providing  a  standard 
by  which  to  readily  ascertain  those  people 
who  could  certify  a  claim  without  the  risk  of 
extended  lititgation  over  that  issue.  By 
utilizing  a  standard  similar  to  that  already 
required  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
(DOD)  Appropriation  Authonzatioa  Act  of 
1979  (Pub.  L.  No.  65-485,  $  813,  92  Stat.  1611, 
1624  (1978),  now  codified  at  10  UJS.C.  i  2410) 
for  claims  under  DOD  contracts,  the  guidance 
was  intended  to  avoid  confusion  for  DOD 
contractors  and  contracting  officers. 

Requiring  that  hi^er  level  officials  within 
a  nonindividual  contractor  examine  the  basis 
of  the  claim  was  commensurate  with  the 
serious  consequences  of  submitting  a 
fraudulent  claim,  which  may  include 
forfeiture  of  the  dahn  (28  U.S.C.  §  2514),  civil 
monetary  sanctions  (41  U.S.C.  ?  604;  31  U.S.C. 
S  3729),  debarment  (see  Federal  Acquisition 
Regulation  (FAR)  9,406-2)  and  imprisonment 
(18  U.S.C.  $  287, 1001).  While  at  the  same 
time  serving  to  deter  the  submission  of 
unsupported  contractor  claims,  the  guidance 
was  also  desired  to  allow  the  corporate 
sector  sufficient  flexibility  to  operate  their 
businesses  as  they  saw  fit — an  intention 
recently  acknowledged  by  the  Claims  Court 
in  Aleman  Food  Services,  Inc.  v.  United 
States,  24  Cl.  Ct.  345  (1991). 

In  the  approximately  nine  years  following 
the  issuance  of  Policy  Letter  80-3,  there  was 
relatively  little  litigation  over  the 
interpretation  of  this  language,  vrtiich,  but  for 
minor  changes  in  the  word  order  and 
punctuation,  has  been  adopted  by  the  FAR  at 
33.207(c).  However,  since  that  time,  it  has 
become  one  of  the  most,  if  not  the  most, 
controverted  of  the  disputes  provisions. 

Much  of  the  recent  litigation  has  focused 
on  whether  contractors  have  complied  with 
FAR  33.207(c)  as  it  has  been  interpreted  by 
the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Federal  Circuit 
in  United  States  v.  Grumman  Aerospace 
Corp.,  927  F.2d  575  (Fed.  Cir.  1991),  cert, 
denied,  60  U.S.L.W.  3293  (U.S.  Oct.  15, 1991) 
(No.  90-1800).  In  Grumman,  the  Court  stated 
that  (1)  the  certifying  senior  company  official 
must  have  both  (a)  primary  responsibility  for 
the  execution  of  the  contract,  and  (b)  a 
physical  presence  at  the  location  of  the 
primary  contract  activity,  and  (2)  the 
certifying  officer  or  general  partner  must 
have  overall  responsibility  for  the  conduct  of 
the  contractor's  affairs  in  general.  Litigation 
currently  persists  over  every  aspect  of  the 
requirement  as  interpreted  in  Grumman, 
including  what  constitutes  “primary 
responsibility,'*  what  level  of  physical 
presence  qualifies  as  being  “at”  the  plant  or 
location  involved,  and  what  ccmstitutes 
overall  responsibility  “in  general.” 

Substantial  resources  have  been,  and 
continue  to  be,  expended  by  contractors 
attempting  to  comply  with  the  regulation  as 
construed  in  Gruaunan,  by  Government 
agencies  attempting  to  ensure  that  the 
jurisdictional  prerequisite  has  been  met,  and 
by  tribunals  interpreting  the  requirement. 
This  burden,  which  prevents  parties  from 
focusing  on  the  merits  of  their  disputes, 
contravenes  the  CDA’s  avowed  goal  of 
ensuring  the  prompt  and  efficient  resolution 
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of  disputes  between  contractors  and  the 
Government.  See  41  U.S.C.  607(e);  S.  Rep.  No. 
1118,  95th  Cong.,  2d  Sess.,  reprinted  in  1978 
U.S.  Code  Cong.  &  Admin.  News  5235.  It  also 
frustrates  the  Policy  Letter's  intent  of 
avoiding  equivocation  and  litigation  on  the 
matter.  Accordingly,  OFPP  finds  it  necessary 
to  revise  the  language  specifying  who  may 
certify  a  claim  under  the  CDA. 

4.  Policy.  To  ensure  the  clear  and  easy 
identification  of  individuals  eligible  to  certify 
claims  as  required  by  the  Contract  Disputes 
Act,  as  amended,  41  U.S.C.  605(c)(1)  and  (d). 
the  language  in  section  1.7(b)  of  Policy  Letter 
80-3  is  hereby  revised  to  read  as  follows; 

If  the  contractor  is  an  individual,  the 
certiHcation  shall  be  executed  by  that 
individual. 

If  the  contractor  is  not  an  individual,  the 
certification  shall  be  executed  by; 

(i)  any  general  partner  of  a  partnership  in 
which  all  the  general  partners  are 
individuals; 

(ii)  any  officer  elected  or  appointed  by  the 
contractor's  governing  body  (the  board  of 
directors  where  there  is  such  a  board);  or 

(iii)  any  employee  who  is  duly  authorized 
by  name  or  by  position,  without  the  power  of 
redelegation,  to  bind  the  contractor  in 
certifying  Contract  Disputes  Act  claims  as  the 
result  of: 

(1)  a  written  resolution  by  the  contractor's 
governing  body  (the  board  of  directors  where 
there  is  such  a  board);  or 

(2)  in  the  case  of  a  contractor  composed  of 
two  or  more  parties  (such  as  corporations) 
that  lacks  a  governing  body: 

(a)  the  written  agreement  establishing  the 
contractor;  or 

(b)  a  written  resolution  by  each  member 
party's  governing  body  (the  board  of  directors 
where  there  is  such  a  board). 

5.  Responsibilities. 

a.  Federal  Acquisition  Regulation  Councils. 
The  Defense  Acquisition  Regulatory  Council 
and  the  Civilian  Agency  Acquisition  Council 
shall  revise  FAR  33.207(c)  to  conform  to  the 
policy  established  herein  in  the  Hrst  quarterly 
Federal  Acquisition  Circular  (FAC)  issued 
150  days  after  publication  of  this  Policy  Letter 
Amendment  in  the  Federal  Register. 

b.  Heads  of  agencies.  This  Policy  Letter 
Amendment  shall  apply  to  all  solicitations 
and  resulting  contracts  issued  on  or  after  the 
date  the  FAC  implements  it  in  the  FAR. 

Heads  of  agencies  shall  implement  the  policy 
established  herein  accordingly. 

6.  Information  contact.  Questions  or 
inquiries  about  this  Policy  Letter  Amendment 
should  be  directed  td  Mathew  Blum,  Staff 
Attorney,  Office  of  Federal  Procurement 
Policy,  725 17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20503,  telephone  (202)  395-6803. 

Allan  V.  Burman, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5451  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
nLLINQ  CODE  3110-01-M 


POSTAL  SERVICE 

International  Surface  Air  Lift  (ISAL) 
Rates 

agency:  Postal  Service. 


action:  Implementation  of  changes  in 
International  Surface  Air  Lift  (ISAL) 
Rates. 

summary:  The  Postal  Service,  after 
considering  the  comments  submitted  in 
response  to  its  request  in  56  FR  61450  for 
comments  on  proposed  changes  in 
International  Surface  Air  Lift  (ISAL) 
rates,  hereby  gives  notice  that  it  is 
implementing  the  rate  changes  as 
proposed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  12:01  a.m.,  April  4, 1992. 
FOR  FURITIER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  F.  Alepa  (202)  268-2650. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

December  3, 1991,  the  Postal  Service 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  of  proposed  rate  changes  for 
ISAL  service  (56  FR  61450).  As  described 
in  more  detail  below,  the  proposed 
changes  involved  raising  the  per-piece 
rate  for  items  weighing  two  ounces  or 
less  from  24  cents  to  32  cents  and 
adjusting  the  full  service  per-pound 
rates. 

The  Postal  Service  requested 
comments  on  the  proposed  rate  changes 
by  January  2, 1992.  Of  the  16  comments 
submitted  by  that  date,  14  came  from 
users  of  ISAL  service,  one  came  from  a 
trade  association  of  the  Postal  Service's 
competitors  in  the  expedited  delivery 
services  industry,  and  one  came  from  a 
direct  marketing  consultant.  Fifteen  of 
the  commenters  objected  to  the 
proposed  increase  in  the  per-piece  rate 
for  items  weighing  two  ounces  or  less.  In 
contrast,  the  trade  association 
contended,  among  other  things,  that  the 
proposed  changes  would  result  in 
illegally  low  rates. 

I.  The  Basic  ISAL  Rate  Structure 

International  Surface  Air  Lift  (ISAL)  is 
a  bulk  mailing  service  for  international 
shipment  of  publications,  advertising 
mail,  catalogs,  directories,  books,  and 
other  printed  matter.  The  service  is 
available  from  designated  acceptance 
cities  to  approximately  125  countries.  To 
use  ISAL,  a  mailer  must  send  at  least  50 
pounds  of  printed  matter  at  one  time, 
presorted  by  coimtry  of  destination. 
Identical  piece  mailings  are  not  required 
to  qualify.  Postage  for  ISAL  mailings  is 
calculated  according  to  a  break-point 
system,  with  rates  including  both  per- 
piece  and  per-pound  elements.  For  ISAL 
items  weighing  over  two  oimces,  full 
service  postage  currently  ranges  from 
$2.85  to  $4.20  per  pound,  depending  on 
country  of  destination.  For  ISAL  items 
weighing  two  ounces  or  less,  full  service 
postage  currently  is  24  cents  per  piece, 
regardless  of  country  of  destination.  A 
30-cents-per-pound  discount  is  currently 
given  to  ISAL  mail  tendered  at  the 


gateway  airport  mail  facilities  at  New 
York  (JFK),  San  Francisco,  CA,  and 
Miami,  FL,  or  when  direct  shipment  can 
be  arranged  from  one  of  the  acceptance 
cities.  An  additional  20%  discount  is 
currently  available  for  M  Bags  (mail  to  a 
single  addressee  sacked  in  specially- 
labeled  bags  and  subject  to  a  minimum 
weight  limit.)  * 

The  Postal  Service  is  adjusting  the 
rates  for  ISAL  service  to  reflect  more 
accurately  the  way  in  which  ISAL  costs 
are  incurred.  The  December  3  Federal 
Register  notice  proposed  to  increase  the 
full  service  per-piece  rate  from  24  cents 
to  32  cents.  The  notice  also  proposed 
adjustments,  varying  up  to  three 
percent,  to  the  per-pound  rates. 
Specifically,  under  the  proposal,  the  full 
service  rate  for  Rate  Group  1  increased 
from  $2.85  to  $2.90  per  pound;  the  full 
service  rate  for  Rate  Group  3  decreased 
from  $3.50  to  $3.40  per  pound;  and  the 
full  service  rates  for  Rate  Groups  2  and 
4  remained  at,  respectively,  $3.25  and 
$4.20  per  pound.  Finally,  the  proposal 
maintained  the  current  gateway/direct 
ship  and  M-bag  discounts.  The  Postal 
Service  did  not  propose  any  other  ISAL 
changes. 

As  mentioned  above,  the  Postal 
Service  received  a  total  of  16  comments 
concerning  the  proposed  changes. 

Fifteen  commenters,  all  of  which  use 
ISAL  service  for  their  international 
mailings  of  light-weight  items,  objected 
to  the  magnitude  of  the  proposed 
increase  to  the  per-piece  rate  for  items 
weighing  two  ounces  or  less.  These 
commenters  contended  that  the  Postal 
Service's  costs  had  not  increased  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  justify  the  proposed 
33%  rate  increase  for  light-weight  ISAL 
mail.  A  number  of  these  commenters 
also  questioned  the  timing  of  the 
proposed  rate  changes  in  light  of  the 
January  1991  rate  restructuring. 

In  contrast  to  the  other  commenters, 
the  trade  association  asserted  that  the 
proposed  rates  were  not  only  too  low 
but  illegal  because  they  failed  to  cover 
costs.  Specibcally,  the  trade  association 
claimed  that  its  own  preliminary 
analysis  showed  that,  for  a  two-ounce 
item,  the  proposed  per-piece  rate  of  32 
cents  would  cover  only  half  the  cost  of 
the  service.  The  trade  association 
concluded  from  its  analysis  that  the  per- 
piece  rate  for  two-ounce  items  should  be 
at  least  twice  the  level  proposed. 

The  Postal  Service  has  carefully 
considered  the  comments  received  and 
has  evaluated,  in  the  context  of  those 
comments  and  its  own  analyses, 
whether  the  proposed  changes  are 


‘  ISAL  M  Bags  can  be  sent  to  all  countries  except 
Ethopia. 
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appropriate.  Based  on  that  evaluation, 
the  Federal  Service  as  decided  to  adopt 
the  proposed  rates  for  ISAL  service. 

Those  conunenters  objecting  to  the 
magnitude  of  the  proposed  increase  in 
the  per-piece  rate  for  items  weighing 
two  ounces  or  less  failed  to  consider  the 
recent  history  of  ISAL  rate  changes,  or 
the  rationale  for  the  proposed  increase. 
The  Postal  Service  adopted  the  current 
ISAL  rate  structure,  elective  January  12, 
1991,  on  November  20, 1990  (55  FR 
43268).  Prior  to  that  rate  change,  postage 
for  ISAL  mailings  was  calculated  solely 
by  weight,  without  regard  to  die  number 
of  pieces  contained  within  a  mailing. 

That  flat  pound-rate  structure,  which 
had  been  in  effect  since  July  1987, 
allowed  lightweight  mailers  to  increase 
the  number  of  pieces  per  unit  of  weight 
mailed  without  facing  additional 
postage  costs. 

The  Postal  Service  adopted  the  break¬ 
point  system  in  response  to  conunenters’ 
objections  to  its  original  proposal  to 
implement  a  piece-plus-pound  rate 
structure  for  ISAL  service  (55  FR  27915). 
In  general,  those  conunenters  contend^ 
that  shifting  to  piece-plus-pound  rates 
would  greatly  disrupt  their  mailing 
operations.  The  break-point  system 
represented  a  compromise  between  the 
Postal  Service’s  need  to  increase  rates 
for  light-weight  mail  to  a  level 
commensurate  with  costs  and  the 
requirement  that  mailers  be  able  to 
continue  using  the  service  with 
minimum  disruption.  The  current  rate 
structure  tracks  ISAL  costs  much  better 
than  the  pound-based  structure  did. 
However,  while  the  break-point  system 
takes  into  account  both  a  mailing's 
density  and  weight,  the  current  per- 
piece  rate  means  that  mailers  of  light¬ 
weight  items  are  paying  proportionately 
lower  postage  than  other  ISAL  users.  As 
the  Postal  Service  discussed  in  the 
December  3  Federal  Register  notice, 
light-weight  ISAL  items  are 
proportionately  more  costly  to  the  Postal 
Service  than  heavier  items. 

The  January  1991  rate  restructuring 
resulted  in  relatively  larger  rate 
increases  for  light-weight  items  than  for 
heavy-weight  items.  Therefore,  the 
Postal  Service  designed  the  break-point 
system  to  moderate  the  impact  of  the 
resulting  rate  increase  on  mailers  of 
items  weighing  two  ounces  or  less.  This 
was  accomplished  both  by  adopting  a 
relatively  low  initial  per-piece  rate  and 
by  increasing  the  availability  of 
discounts  from  full  service  ISAL  rates 
for  mailers  that  engage  in  worksharing. 
In  establishing  the  initial  per-piece  rate 
at  24  cents,  the  Postal  Service 
recognized  that  mailers  of  light-weight 
items  needed  time  to  adjust  to  the 


break-point  system.  Consequently,  the 
Postal  Service  did  not  set  the  per-piece 
rate  at  a  higher  level.  Now  that  the 
mailing  community  has  adapted  to  the 
current  ISAL  rate  structure,  however, 
the  Postal  Service  believes  that  an 
increase  in  the  per-piece  rate  to  32  cents 
is  appropriate. 

With  regard  to  the  trade  association’s 
contention  that  the  proposed  rates 
would  have  inadequate  cost  coverage, 
the  Postal  Service  notes,  first,  that  the 
trade  association  appears  to  have  used 
inappropriate  cost  data  in  its  analysis. 
The  trade  association’s  analysis  is 
based  on  average  costs  incurred  by  the 
Postal  Service  for  domestic  mail;  those 
data  are  simply  irrelevant  to  an 
international  bulk  service  such  as  ISAL 
In  addition,  the  maimer  in  which  the 
trade  association  purports  to  develop 
costs  does  not  accurately  reflect  the 
manner  in  which  the  Postal  Service 
incurs  costs  for  diis  service.  Moreover, 
the  trade  association’s  analysis  on  its 
face  pertains  only  to  ISAL  mail  weighing 
exactly  two  ounces.  The  correct 
standard  for  determining  if  rates  cover 
costs  is  whether  the  revenues  from  the 
service  as  a  whole  exceed  the  costs  for 
the  service  as  a  whole. 

Notwithstanding  the  faulty  analysis 
underlying  the  trade  association’s 
contention,  however,  the  Postal  Service 
believes  that  the  concern  expressed  by 
the  trade  association  over  the  proposed 
changes  indicates  that  the  per-piece  rate 
should  be  increased.  The  trade 
association’s  membership  includes 
virtually  all  the  major  international 
remailers  providing  delivery  services 
that  compete  with  ISAL  By  daiming 
that  even  the  proposed  rate  for  a  two- 
ounce  item  would  be  too  low,  those 
competitors  have  acknowledged  tiiat  the 
current  rate  for  light-wei^t  mail  needs 
to  be  increased.  Where  the  Postal 
Service  disagrees,  however,  is  how  that 
increase  should  be  accomplished.  The 
Postal  Service  believes  that  a 
considerably  smaller  increase  than  that 
suggested  by  the  trade  assodation  is 
proper. 

II.  Procedural  Issues 

The  trade  assodation  also  raised  two 
procedural  issues.  First,  it  contended 
that  the  thirty-day  comment  period  was 
inadequate.  The  Postal  Service 
disagrees.  It  should  be  noted  that  no 
commenter  or  potential  commenter 
requested  an  extension  of  time.  Furtiier, 
the  basis  for  the  trade  association’s 
contention  appears  to  be  an  alleged  lack 
of  time  to  acquire  and  to  analyze  data 
pertaining  to  the  Postal  Service’s  costs. 
The  trade  association  fails  to  recognize 
that  when  the  Postal  Service  seeks 
public  comment  on  international  rates,  it 


is  not  conducting  an  Administration 
Procedure  Act  (APA)  rulemaking.  The 
Postal  Service  is  exempt  from  the  APA 
by  39  U.S.C.  410(a).  There  is.  therefore, 
no  legal  requirement  to  develop  a 
factual  record.  Moreover,  the  data  which 
the  trade  assodation  apparently  wanted 
to  obtain  and  to  analyze  are 
commerdally  sensitive  data  exempted 
from  disdosure  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  by  39  U.S.C.  410(c)(2). 
Given  these  circumstances,  there  is  no 
reason  why  a  comment  period  longer 
than  30  days  should  have  b^n 
established. 

Second,  the  trade  association  argued 
that  the  proposed  ISAL  changes  should 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission  (Commission).  Although  an 
appeal  involving  this  question  is 
pending  before  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Third  Circuit,  the  Postal 
Service  and  the  Commission  have 
agreed  since  postal  reorganization  in 
1970  that  the  Commission  has  no 
jurisdiction  over  international  rates.  The 
District  Court  in  the  aforementioned 
case  upheld  that  position.  Consequently, 
there  exists  no  sound  basis  in  law  or 
policy  for  submitting  ISAL  rates  to  the 
Commission,  whose  proceedings  could 
have  seriously  delayed  action  and 
whose  recommendations,  if  it  chose  to 
make  any.  would  have  been  advisory  at 
most. 

III.  Minimum  Sack  Weig^ 

The  December  4  Federal  Register 
notice  also  sought  comment  fr^ 
mailers  concerning  the  establishment  of 
a  minimum  sack  wei^t  for  ISAL 
mailings.  At  present,  a  mailing  must 
weigh  at  least  50  pounds  to  qualify  for 
the  service,  but  there  is  no  minimum 
wei^t  requirement  for  individued  sacks 
within  a  mailing  except  for  M  bags. 

One  commenter  addressed  this  issue. 
The  commenter  suggested  that  the 
Postal  Service  consider  applying  a 
surcharge  on  sacks  not  meeting  a 
minimum  weight  requirement  only  if 
such  minimum  were  not  more  than  15  or 
20  pounds.  Further,  the  commenter 
recommended  that  a  surcharge  be 
applied  only  when  the  total  weight  of 
sacks  not  meeting  the  minimum  was 
equal  to  or  greater  than  an  established 
percentage  [e.g.,  5%)  of  the  weight  of  the 
whole  mailing.  Finally,  as  an  alternative 
to  establishing  a  minimum  sack  weight, 
the  commenter  suggested  that  the  Postal 
Service  consider  hanging  the  current 
50-pound  minimum  shipment  weight. 

As  the  Postal  Service  stated  in  the 
December  3  notice,  the  establishment  of 
a  minimum  sack  weight  will  be 
considered  separately  from  the  ISAL 
rate  changes  discussed  above.  The 
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Postal  Service  will,  therefore,  take  into 
account  the  suggestions  offered  by  the 
conunenter  in  future  ISAL  proposals. 

IV.  Conclusion 

In  setting  international  postage  rates, 
the  Postal  Service  must  ensure  that  such 
rates,  (1)  do  not  apportion  the  costs  of 
the  service  so  as  to  impair  the  overall 


value  of  the  service  to  the  users;  (2) 
apportion  the  costs  of  all  postal 
operations  to  all  users  on  a  fair  and 
equitable  basis;  (3)  are  fair  and 
reasonable;  and  (4)  are  not  unduly  or 
unreasonably  discriminatory  or 
preferential.  The  ISAL  rates  announced 
herein  satisfy  these  criteria. 


Accordingly,  the  Postal  Service 
hereby  adopts  the  ISAL  rate  changes  set 
forth  in  the  schedule  below.  These 
changes  shall  take  effect  at  12:01  a.m., 
on  April  4, 1992. 

Authority.  39  U.S.C.  407, 410. 

Stanley  F.  Mirea, 

Assistant  General  Counsel.  Legislative 
Division. 


ISAL  RATES 


Rate  per  piece,  2  our)ces  or  less 


Rate  group 


Rate  per  pourtd,  pieces  weighing  over  2  ounces 

1  FuN  service 

Gateway/direct  ship 

Regular 

M-bag 

Regular 

M-bag 

$2.90 

$2.32 

$2.60 

$2.06 

3.25 

2.60 

2.95 

2.36 

3.40 

2.72 

3.10 

2.48 

4.20 

3.36 

3.90 

3.12 
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ISAL  Rate  Groups— Continued 


Group  1  Europe 

Group  2  Western  Hemisphere 

Group  3  Paofic  Rim 

Group  4  Africa/ Asia 

Republic  of  Zaire 

Zambia 

Zimbabwe 

(FR  Doc.  92-5600  Filed  3-10-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLINQ  CODE  7710-12-M 


International  Priority  Airmail  (iPA) 
Rates. 

agency:  Postal  Service. 

action:  Implementation  of  changes  in 
International  Priority  Airmail  (IPA) 
Rates. 


summary:  The  Postal  Service,  after 
considering  the  comments  submitted  in 
response  to  its  request  in  56  FR  61448  for 
comments  on  proposed  changes  in 
International  Priority  Airmail  (IPA) 
rates,  hereby  gives  notice  that  it  is 
restructuring  IPA  rates.  The  rates  being 
implemented  are  the  same  as  those 
proposed,  except  that  the  qualifying 
minimum  for  the  zoned  rate  option  is  10 
pounds  to  a  single  rate  group,  not  10 
pounds  or  200  pieces  to  a  single  rate 
group  as  proposed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  12:01  a.m.,  April  4. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

John  F.  Alepa,  (202)  268-2650. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

December  3, 1991,  the  Postal  Service 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  of  proposed  rate  changes  for  IPA 
(56  FR  61448).  As  described  in  more 
detail  below,  the  proposed  IPA  changes 
included  adopting  a  piece-plus-pound 
rate  structure  and  replacing  the  current 
worldwide  presorted  rate  option  with  a 
new  zoned  rate  option. 

The  Postal  Service  requested 
comments  on  the  proposed  rate  changes 
by  January  2, 1992.  Of  the  19  comments 
submitted  by  that  date,  eight  came  from 
publishers,  five  from  educational 
institutions,  two  came  from  presort 
bureaus,  one  came  from  a  trade 
association  of  the  Postal  Service’s 
competitors  in  the  expedited  delivery 
services  industry,  and  the  rest  came 
from  a  variety  of  IPA  users.  Most  of  the 
commenters  were  mailers  of  light-weight 
items  claiming  that  the  proposed 
changes  would  result  in  unjustiHabiy 
large  increases  to  their  postage  costs.  In 
contrast,  the  trade  association 
contended,  among  other  things,  that  the 
proposed  changes  would  result  in 
unjustiHably  large  increases  to  their 
postage  costs.  In  contrast,  the  trade 


association  contended,  among  other 
things,  that  the  proposed  changes  would 
result  in  illegally  low  rates. 

I.  The  Basic  IPA  Rate  Structure 

International  Priority  Airmail  (IPA) 
service  is  as  fast  as  or  faster  than 
regular  international  airmail  service  and 
is  available  to  bulk  mailers  of  LC  and 
AO  items  to  all  foreign  countries  except 
Canada.  The  Postal  Service  currently 
offers  two  IPA  service  options, 
worldwide  presorted  and  worldwide 
nonpresorted.  The  presorted  option 
requires  the  mailer  to  presort  items  to 
destination  country,  while  the 
nonpresorted  option  does  not  require  the 
mailer  to  perform  that  worksharing 
activity.  At  present,  the  presorted  rate  is 
$7.00  per  pound  or  fraction  of  a  poimd 
and  the  nonpresorted  rate  is  $8.50  per 
pound  or  fraction  of  a  pound.  Both 
current  rates  are  worldwide  rates  that 
apply  to  all  IPA  mail  regardless  of 
destination.  In  addition,  both  current 
rates  are  flat  pound-based  rates  that  do 
not  take  into  accoimt  the  number  of 
pieces  per  unit  of  weight. 

The  Postal  Service  is  restructuring  the 
rates  for  IPA  service  to  reflect  more 
accurately  the  way  in  which  IPA  costs 
are  incurred.  The  December  3  Federal 
Register  notice  proposed  to  modify  the 
IPA  rate  structure  in  two  signiHcant 
ways.  First,  to  address  the  effects  of 
high-density  mailings,  the  Postal  Service 
proposed  that  ail  IPA  rates  consist  of 
both  per-piece  and  per-pound  rate 
elements.  The  per-piece  element  was 
designed  to  recover  those  costs  that 
vary  by  piece  volume,  while  the  per- 
pound  element  was  designed  to  recover 
those  costs  that  vary  by  weight.  Thus, 
the  postage  for  every  piece  of  IPA  mail 
would  contain  a  volume  and  a  weight 
rate  component. 

The  December  3  Federal  Register 
notice  also  proposed  to  maintain  a 
nonpresorted  rate  option  but  to  replace 
the  ciurent  presorted  rate  option  with  a 
new  zoned  rate  option  that  would  have 
three  rate  groups.  The  proposed  rate 
groups  consisted  of  destination 
countries  employing  common  terminal 
dues  systems  and,  thus,  reflected 
differences  in  the  costs  incurred  by  the 
Postal  Service.  The  proposed  zoned 
rates,  which  also  reflected  differences  in 
costs  other  than  terminal  dues, 
consisted  of  both  per-piece  and  per- 


pound  rate  elements.  The  rates  proposed 
for  the  zoned  option  ranged  from  20 
cents  and  $4.95  per  pound  to  15  cents 
per  piece  and  $7.95  per  pound. 

The  worldwide  rate  option,  under  the 
December  3  proposal,  was  essentially 
equivalent  to  the  current  nonpresorted 
rate  option  in  terms  of  its  applicability 
to  ail  IPA  destination  countries  and  its 
lack  of  a  presort  requirement.  However, 
unlike  the  current  nonpresorted  rates, 
the  proposed  worldwide  rate  consisted 
of  both  per-piece  and  per-pound  rate 
elements.  The  rate  proposed  for  the 
worldwide  option  was  20  cents  per  piece 
plus  $8.00  per  pound. 

As  mentioned  above,  the  Postal 
Service  received  a  total  of  19  comments 
concerning  the  proposed  changes. 
Fourteen  commenters,  all  of  which  use 
IPA  service  for  their  international 
mailings  of  light-weight  items,  objected 
to  the  magnitude  of  Ae  proposed  rate 
increases.  These  commenters  pointed 
out  that  the  proposed  piece-plus-pound 
rate  structure  would  mean  substantially 
higher  postage  costs  for  their  high- 
density  IPA  mailings  than  they  pay 
under  the  current  flat  pound-based 
rates.  Further,  these  commenters 
contended  that  the  Postal  Service’s  costs 
had  not  increased  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  justify  the  proposed  rate 
increases  for  light-weight  IPA  mail. 

In  contrast  to  the  14  commenters 
claiming  that  the  proposed  restructuring 
of  IPA  rates  would  result  in  unjustifiably 
large  increases  to  their  postage  costs, 
the  trade  association  asserted  that  the 
proposed  rates  were  not  only  too  low 
but  illegal  because  they  failed  to  cover 
costs.  Specifically,  the  trade  association 
claimed  that  its  own  preliminary 
analysis  showed  that  the  proposed  IPA 
rate  for  a  one-ounce  item  sent  to  Rate 
Group  1  would  be  14  cents  below  the 
cost  of  the  service  for  that  item,  while 
the  proposed  IPA  rate  for  a  one-ounce 
item  sent  to  Rate  Group  3  would  be  13 
cents  below  the  cost  of  the  service.  The 
trade  association  concluded  from  its 
analysis  that  the  rate  for  one-ounce 
items  should  be  considerably  higher 
than  the  level  proposed. 

Five  commenters  objected  to  the 
proposal  to  replace  the  current 
worldwide  presorted  rate  option  with  a 
zoned  rate  option.  These  commenters 
suggested  that  the  operational  problems 
caused  by  the  change  would  increase 
their  mail-processing  costs. 
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The  Postal  Service  has  carefully 
considered  the  comments  received  and 
has  evaluated,  in  the  context  of  those 
comments  and  its  own  analyses, 
whether  the  proposed  rates  are  too  high 
or  too  low.  Based  on  that  evaluation,  ^e 
Postal  Service  has  decided  to  restructure 
the  rates  for  IPA  service  as  proposed. 
Although  some  mailers  of  light-weight 
items  will  face  substantial  increases  in 
their  postage  costs,  all  other  IPA  users 
will  benefit  h*om  the  rate  restructuring. 
By  taking  into  account  both  the  density 
and  the  weight  of  a  mailing,  the 
restructured  rates  will  more  accurately 
reflect  the  Postal  Service’s  costs. 

As  the  Postal  Service  stated  in  the 
December  3  Federal  Register  notice, 
structural  changes  in  the  way  terminal 
dues  compensation  is  calculated  have 
made  light-weight  IPA  items 
proportionately  more  costly  to  the  Postal 
Service  than  heavier  items,  yet  the 
existing  flat  pound-based  rate  structure 
offers  no  mechanism  to  gain 
commensurate  revenue.  The  pound-rate 
structure  has  allowed  mailers  of  light¬ 
weight  items  to  increase  the  number  of 
pieces  per  unit  of  weight  mailed  without 
facing  additional  postage  costs,  with  the 
result  that  other  IPA  users  are  paying 
proportionately  higher  rates. 

The  shift  in  the  mailing  patterns  of 
IPA  users  since  the  last  IPA  rate  change 
has  exacerbated  this  problem  with  the 
existing  rate  structure.  For  example,  IPA 
mailings  to  Great  Britain  consisting  of 
ten  items  per  pound  have  a  terminal 
dues  liability  that  is  a  fraction  of  the 
terminal  dues  liability  for  IPA  mailings 
consisting  of  50  items  per  pound. 
Moreover,  the  terminal  dues  cost  to  the 
Postal  Service  for  a  one-pound  mailing 
consisting  of  100  items  is  nearly  twice 
that  for  the  otie-pound  mailing 
consisting  of  50  items.  However,  the 
current  IPA  presorted  rate  simply 
provides  $7.00  of  revenue  per  pound, 
regardless  of  a  mailing's  density  or 
terminal  dues  liability. 

With  regard  to  the  trade  association’s 
contention  that  the  proposed  rates 
would  have  inadequate  cost  coverage, 
the  Postal  Service  notes,  first,  that  the 
trade  association  appears  to  have  used 
inappropriate  cost  data  in  its  analysis. 
The  trade  association’s  analysis  is 
based  on  average  costs  incurred  by  the 
Postal  Service  for  domestic  mail;  those 
data  are  simply  irrelevant  to  an 
international  bulk  service  such  as  IPA. 
In  addition,  the  manner  in  which  the 
trade  association  purports  to  develop 
costs  does  not  accurately  reflect  the 
manner  in  which  the  Postal  Service 
incurs  costs  for  this  service.  Moreover, 
the  trade  association’s  analysis  on  its 
face  pertains  only  to  mail  weighing 


exactly  one  ounce.  The  correct  standard 
for  determining  if  rates  cover  costs  is 
whether  the  revenues  from  the  service 
as  a  whole  exceed  the  costs  for  the 
service  as  a  whole. 

Notwithstanding  the  faulty  analysis 
underlying  the  trade  association’s 
contention,  however,  the  Postal  Service 
believes  that  the  concern  expressed  by 
the  trade  association  over  the  proposed 
restructuring  indicates  that  a  rate 
increase  for  light-weight  items  is 
justified.  The  trade  association’s 
membership  includes  virtually  all  the 
major  international  remailers  providing 
delivery  services  that  compete  with  IPA. 
By  claiming  that  even  the  proposed  one- 
ounce  rates  would  be  too  low,  those 
competitors  have  acknowledged  that  the 
current  rates  need  to  be  increased. 

Where  the  Postal  Service  disagrees, 
however,  is  how  that  increase  should  be 
accomplished.  The  Postal  Service 
believes  that  the  increase  being 
implemented,  though  less  than  that 
suggested  by  the  trade  association,  is 
reasonable  and  proper. 

Finally,  the  Postal  Service  believes 
that  the  five  commenters  opposing  the 
establishment  of  zoned  rates  ignored  the 
benefits  and  overstated  the  problems 
that  will  result  from  this  new  rate 
option.  The  Postal  Service 
acknowledges  that  the  rate  restructuring 
will  cause  some  mailers  to  change  their 
preparation  procedures.  However,  the 
advantages  of  zoning  outweigh  any 
disadvantages  resulting  from  such 
changes  in  procedures. 

As  mentioned  above,  the  three  rate 
groups  are  based  on  commonality  of 
terminal  dues  and  other  costs  incurred 
by  the  Postal  Service,  The  zoned  rates 
will  reflect  the  costs  associated  with 
delivering  IPA  mail  to  a  particular 
destination  coimtry  more  accurately 
than  the  current  worldwide  rates  do. 
Consequently,  depending  on  their  mail’s 
characteristics  and  destinations,  many 
IPA  users  will  face  lower  postage  costs 
under  the  restructured  rates  than  they 
face  under  the  current  rates.  The 
restructuring  will  be  especially 
beneficial  to  mailers  of  medium-  to 
heavy-weight  items  who  take  advantage 
of  the  new  zoned  rates. 

Further,  the  Postal  Service  notes  that 
it  has  implemented  zoned  rates  for  many 
existing  international  services,  including 
International  Surface  Air  Lift  (ISAL) 
service.  Express  Mail  International 
Service,  air  printed  matter,  and 
international  air  and  surface  parcels. 
Mailers  using  those  services  have  not 
found  their  rate  structures  to  be 
burdensome.  In  light  of  this  experience, 
the  Postal  Service  believes  that  mailers 
will  be  able  to  adapt  easily  to  zoned  IPA 
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rates.  Moreover,  those  mailers  that  find 
the  zoned  rate  option  unfeasible  will 
still  be  able  to  use  the  worldwide  rate 
option. 

II.  IPA  Requirements 

At  present,  a  mailing  must  consist  of 
either  10  pounds  or  200  pieces  to  qualify 
for  IPA  service.  This  minimum  applies 
across  both  current  rate  options.  The 
December  3  Federal  Register  notice 
proposed  to  maintain  the  current 
qualifying  minimum  and  preparation 
requirements  for  the  worldwide  rate 
option.  However,  under  the  proposal, 
the  zoned  option  required  a  minimum  of 
10  pounds  or  200  pieces  to  a  single  rate 
group  to  qualify  for  the  zoned  rate  for 
that  rate  group. 

The  Postal  Service  further  proposed 
that  the  method  of  postage  payment  for 
both  the  worldwide  and  zoned  options 
be  postage  meter  for  non-identical 
weight  pieces  and  permit  imprint  or 
postage  meter  for  identical  weight 
pieces.  Mailers  would  no  longer  be 
allowed  to  use  “.00”  meter  impressions 
to  indicate  IPA  postage  payment. 

Two  commenters  claimed  that  the 
proposed  qualifying  minimum  for  the 
zoned  rate  option  was  too  strict.  These 
commenters  recommended  that  mailers 
be  allowed  to  combine  items  sent  to 
di^erent  rate  groups  in  order  to  satisfy 
the  ten-pound-or-200-piece  minimum. 

Five  commenters  addressed  the 
proposed  change  in  the  method  of 
postage  payment.  These  commenters 
objected  to  being  required  to  place  a 
postage  meter  impression  for  the  per- 
piece  rate  on  non-identical  weight 
pieces.  They  pointed  out  that  no  such 
requirement  currently  exists. 

Upon  careful  consideration  of  the 
comments  received,  the  Postal  Service 
has  decided  to  establish  a  10-pound 
qualifying  minimum  for  the  zoned  rate 
option,  rather  than  the  10-poimd-or-20Q- 
piece  qualifying  minimum  that  was 
proposed,  and  to  adopt  the  proposed 
change  in  the  method  of  postage 
payment  for  IPA  mail.  The  Postal 
Service  notes  that  its  costs  are  reduced 
when  mail  sent  at  a  uniform  rate  [i.e.,  to 
a  single  rate  group]  is  sacked  together. 
Generally,  the  cost  savings  are  a 
function  of  both  the  proportion  of  items 
in  an  individual  mailing  that  can  be 
sacked  together  and,  for  a  given  sack 
within  that  mailing,  the  proportion  of 
mail  addressed  to  the  same  destination 
country.  The  proposed  zoned  rates’ 
discounts  from  the  worldwide  rates 
were  predicted,  in  large  part,  on 
customers’  performing  this  sortation  as 
worksharing. 

As  noted  above,  the  Postal  Service 
has  carefully  considered  the  comments 
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received  and  has  evaluated  whether  the 
proposed  rates  are  too  high  or  too  low. 

In  consideration  of  the  trade 
association's  claim  that  the  proposed 
rates  are  too  low,  the  Postal  Service  has 
reviewed  the  anticipated  cost  savings 
that  would  result  from  the  proposed  10- 
pound-or-200-piece  qualifying  minimum 
for  the  zoned  rate  option.  The  Postal 
Service  recognizes  that  the  proposed 
minimum  would  allow  mailings  of  at 
least  200  pieces  to  qualify  for  the  zoned 
rates  regardless  of  such  mailings' 
weights.  Thus,  for  instance,  a  two-pound 
mailing  consisting  of  light-weight  items 
being  sent  to  many  different  countries  in 
the  same  rate  group  could  qualify  for  a 
zoned  rate  even  though  cost  savings 
from  presorting  that  mailing  might  be 
relatively  small. 

In  order  to  avoid  having  such  mailings 
qualify  for  the  zoned  rates,  the  Postal 
^rvice  has  decided  to  require  an  IPA 
mailing  to  contain  a  minimum  of  10 
pounds  to  a  single  rate  group  to  qualify 
for  the  zoned  rate  option.  Thus,  under 
the  eligibility  requirements  being 
implemented,  at  least  10  pounds  of 
presorted  mail  must  be  sent  to  countries 
in  a  particular  rate  group  in  order  for 
such  mail  to  qualify  for  the  zoned  rate 
for  that  rate  group.  This  qualifying 
minimum  applies  regardless  of  the 
number  of  pieces  being  sent  to  countries 
in  that  rate  group.  Of  course,  mailers 
who  are  unable  to  qualify  for  the  zoned 
rate  option,  such  as  those  with  at  least 
10  pounds  or  200  pieces  of  mail  but  not 
10  pounds  to  a  single  rate  group,  will 
stiU  be  able  to  use  IPA  at  the  worldwide 
rate  if  they  qualify  for  the  service.^ 

The  Postal  Service  believes  that  a 
qualifying  minimum  based  solely  on 
weight  will  require  users  of  IPA  service 
to  sort  their  mail  in  a  manner  that 
accurately  reflects  the  rationale  for  the 
zoned  rates'  discounts  from  the 
worldwide  rates.  The  relationship 
between  the  cost  savings  on  which  the 
zoned  rates'  discounts  are  largely 
predicted  and  the  proposed  200-piece-or- 
10-pound  qualifying  minimum  was  less 
direct.  Consequently,  although  the  trade 
association's  characterization  of  the 
new  rates  is  not  a  valid  one,  by 
establishing  a  flat  10-pound  qualifying 
minimum  for  the  zoned  rate  option,  the 
rates  are  even  less  susceptible  to 
challenge. 

‘  The  IPA  rate  restructuring  describing  herein 
does  not  modify  the  existing  requirement  that  a 
mailing  must  consist  of  either  10  pounds  or  200 
pieces  to  qualify  for  IPA  service.  However,  by 
separate  Federal  Register  notice,  the  Postal  Service 
is  proposing  to  change  that  qualifying  minimum  to 
require  a  mailing  to  contain  at  least  10  pounds  to 
qualify  for  IPA  service.  Hie  proposed  weight-based 
qualifying  minimum  would  apply  regardless  of  the 
number  of  pieces  contained  in  the  mailing. 


As  proposed,  whatever  portion  of  an 
IPA  mailing  that  does  not  meet  the 
zoned  rates'  qualifying  minimum  will 
have  to  be  sent  at  the  worldwide  rate.  In 
addition,  mailers  using  the  zoned  option 
will  be  required  to  presort  items  to 
destination  country  and  to  make  up  their 
mail  in  accordance  with  the  applicable 
sections  of  the  International  Mail 
Manual.  Any  portion  of  a  zoned  IPA 
mailing  that  cannot  be  made  up  into  a 
country  bundle  or  coimtry  sack  will  also 
have  to  be  sent  at  the  worldwide  rate. 

The  Postal  Service's  operational 
requirements  also  necessitate  a  change 
in  the  method  of  postage  payment  for 
IPA  mail.  In  moving  fct)m  flat  per-pound 
rates  to  a  piece-plus-pound  rate 
structure,  the  Postal  Service  needs  to  be 
able  to  verify  that  mailers  are  continuing 
to  pay  the  correct  amount  of  postage. 

The  Postal  Service  already  requires 
postage  meter  impressions  for  non¬ 
identical  weight  ISAL  pieces  weighing 
two  oimces  or  below  and  there  is  no 
evidence  that  ISAL  users  find  meeting 
that  requirement  difficult.  Moreover,  IPA 
users  will  still  be  permitted  to  use 
permit  imprint  for  non-identical  weight 
items  if  authorized  to  participate  in  the 
postage  payment  programs  described  in 
Domestic  Mail  Manual  (DMM)  sections 

145.7,  Manifest  Mailing  System  (MMS); 

145.8,  Optional  Procedure  (OP)  Mailing 
System;  or  145.9,  Alternate  Mailing 
Systems  (AMS). 

The  Manifest  Mailing  System  (MMS) 
is  designed  for  situations  in  which 
postage  charges  cannot  be  adequately 
verified  by  weighing  or  where  normal 
procedures  are  impractical  and  the 
mailer  can  generate  a  computerized 
listing  corresponding  to  uniquely 
identified  mailpieces.  The  Optional 
Procedure  (OP)  Mailing  System  is  a 
method  of  verifying  and  accepting 
permit  imprint  mail  consisting  of 
identical  or  non-identical  weight  pieces 
by  consulting  a  mailer's  frnancial, 
production,  and  other  business  records 
in  lieu  of  the  standard  verification 
procedures  for  weighing  bulk  mail. 
Alternate  Mailing  Systems  (AMS)  are 
intended  for  situations  where  other 
systems  for  the  acceptance  of  permit 
imprint  mail,  not  specifically  outlined  in 
147.7  or  145.8.  satisfactorily 
provide  for  the  proper  postage  payment 
and  mail  preparation  without 
verification  by  weight.  Mailers 
interested  in  these  substitute  postage 
payment  systems  should  contact  their 
local  postmaster  for  further  information 
and  applications. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  the  Postal 
Service  is  adopting  Ae  requirement  that 
postage  on  non-identical  weight  IPA 
items  be  paid  by  postage  meter 


impression  showing  the  appropriate 
piece  rate,  unless  use  of  a  substitute 
postage  payment  system  is  authorized. 

III.  Procedural  Issues 

The  trade  association  also  raised  two 
procedural  issues.  First,  it  contended 
that  the  thirty-day  comment  period  was 
inadequate.  The  Postal  Service 
disagrees.  It  should  be  noted  that  no 
commenter  or  potential  commenter 
requested  an  extension  of  time.  Further, 
the  basis  for  the  trade  association's 
contention  appears  to  be  an  alleged  lack 
of  time  to  acquire  and  to  analyze  data 
pertaining  to  the  Postal  Service's  costs. 
The  trade  association  fails  to  recognize 
that  when  the  Postal  Service  seeks 
public  comment  on  international  rates,  it 
is  not  conducting  an  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (APA)  rulemaking.  The 
Postal  Service  is  exempt  frnm  the  APA 
by  39  U.S.C.  410(a).  There  is,  therefore, 
no  legal  requirement  to  develop  a 
factual  record.  Moreover,  the  data  that 
the  trade  association  apparently  wanted 
to  obtain  and  to  analyze  are 
commercially  sensitive  data  exempted 
from  disclosure  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  by  39  U.S.C.  410(c)(2). 
Given  these  circumstances,  there  is  no 
reason  why  a  comment  period  longer 
than  30  days  should  have  been 
established. 

Second,  the  trade  association  argued 
that  the  proposed  IPA  changes  should 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission  (Commission).  Although  an 
appeal  involving  this  question  is 
pending  before  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Third  Circuit,  the  Postal 
Service  and  the  Commission  have 
agreed  since  postal  reorganization  in 
1970  that  the  Commission  has  no 
jurisdiction  over  international  rates.  The 
District  Court  in  the  aforementioned 
case  upheld  that  position.  Consequently, 
there  exists  no  sound  basis  in  law  or 
policy  for  submitting  IPA  rates  to  the 
Commission,  whose  proceedings  could 
have  seriously  delayed  action  and 
whose  recommendations,  if  it  chose  to 
make  any,  would  have  been  advisory  at 
most. 

rV.  Conclusion 

In  setting  international  postage  rates, 
the  Postal  Service  must  ensure  that  such 
rates  (1)  do  not  apportion  the  costs  of 
the  service  so  as  to  impair  the  overall 
value  of  the  service  to  the  users;  (2) 
apportion  the  costs  of  all  postal 
operations  to  all  users  on  a  fair  and 
equitable  basis;  (3)  are  fair  and 
reasonable;  and  (4)  are  not  unduly  or 
unreasonably  discriminatory  or 
preferential.  The  IPA  rates  announced 
herein  satisfy  these  criteria. 
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Accordingly,  the  Postal  Service  changes  shall  take  effect  at  12:01  a.m.,  Authority:  39  U.S.C.  407, 410. 

hereby  adopts  the  IPA  rate  changes  set  on  April  4, 1992.  Stanley  F.  Mires, 

forth  in  the  two  schedules  below.  These  Assistant  General  Counsel,  Legislative 

Division. 


Table  1.— International  Priority  Airmail 


World-wide  rate 

Zoned  rates  (presort  only) 

Noo-Presort 

Rate  group  1  ' 

Rate  group  2  * 

Rate  group  2  ’ 

20  cents  per  piece,  plus  $8.00  per  lb . 

20  cents  per  piece,  plus  $4.95  per  lb . 

15  cents  per  piece,  plus  $6.15  per  lb . 

15  cents  per  piece,  plus  $7.95  per  lb. 

‘  Requires  a  minimum  of  ten  (10)  pounds  to  countries  in  Rate  Group  1. 

*  Requires  a  minimum  of  ten  (10)  pounds  to  countries  in  Rate  Group  2. 

’  Requires  a  minimum  of  ten  (10)  pounds  to  countries  in  Rate  Group  3. 


Table  2.— IPA  Rate  Groups 


Rate  group  1 

Rate  ^oup  2 

Rate  group  3 

Australia,  Corsica,  Denmarir,  Faroe  Island,  Finland, 
France  (includes  new  Caldedonia  and  Wallis  & 
Futuna),  Germany,  Great  Britain  &  Northern  Irelartd, 
Greenland,  Icela^,  Ireland,  Italy,  Japan.  Luxem¬ 
bourg.  Netherlands,  Norway,  Swe^n. 

Afghanistan,  Albania,  Algeria.  Andorra,  Angola,  An¬ 
guilla,  Antigua  &  Barbuda,  Argentina,  Aruba,  Ascerv 
Sion,  Bahamas,  Bahrain,  Bangladesh,  Barbados. 
Belize,  Benin,  Bermuda,  Bhutan,  Bolivia,  Botswana, 
Brazil,  British  Virgin  Islands,  Brunei,  Bulgaria,  Bur¬ 
kina  Faso,  Burundi,  Cameroon.  Cape  Verdi, 
Cayman  Island,  Central  Africa  Republic.  Chad, 
Chile,  Comoros,  Ck>ngo,  Costa  Rica,  Cote  D'Ivoire. 
Cuba.  Cyprus,  Djibouti,  Dominica,  Dominican  Rep., 
East  Timor,  Ecuador,  Egypt,  El  Salvador,  Equatorial 
Guinea,  Ethiopia,  Falkland  Island,  Fiji  Island, 
French  Guiana,  French  Polynesia,  Gabon,  Gambia, 
Ghana.  Gibraltar,  Grenada,  Guadeloupe,  Guatema¬ 
la.  Guinea,  Guinea-Bissau.  Guyana,  Haiti,  Hondu¬ 
ras,  Indonesia,  Iraq,  Jamaica,  Jordan,  Kampuchea, 
Kenya,  Kiribati,  Korea  (Democratic  Peoples  Rejxib- 
Kc  of),  Kuwait  Lao,  Lebanon,  Lesotho,  Liberia, 
Libya,  Liechtenstein,  Macao,  Madagascar,  Malawi, 
Maldives,  Mali,  Malta,  Martinique,  Mauritania,  Mauri¬ 
tius,  Monaco,  Mongolia,  Montserrat  Morocco,  Mo¬ 
zambique,  Myanmar  (Burma),  Nauru,  Nepal,  Neth¬ 
erlands  Antilles,  Nicaragua,  Niger,  Nigeria,  Oman, 
Pakistan,  Panama,  Papua  New  Guinea,  Paraguay, 
Peru,  Pitcairn  Island,  Qatar,  Reunion,  Romania, 
Rwanda,  Saint  Christopher  &  Nevis,  Saint  Helena. 
Saint  Lucia,  Saint  Pierre  &  Miquelon.  Saint  Vincent 
&  The  Grenadines,  San  Marino,  Sao  Tome  &  Prin¬ 
cipe,  Senegal.  Seychelles,  Sierra  Leone,  Solomon 
Island,  Somolia,  Sri  Lanka,  Sudan.  Suriname,  Swa¬ 
ziland,  Syria,  Tanzania.  Togo,  Tonga,  Trinidad/ 
Tobago,  Tristan  Da  Cunha,  Tunsia,  Turkey,  Turks 
and  Caicos  Island,  Tuvalu,  Uganda,  United  Arab 
Emirates,  Uruguay,  Vanuatu,  Vatican  City,  Venezu¬ 
ela,  Vietnam,  Western  Samoa,  Yemen,  Zaire, 
Zambia,  Zimbabwe. 

Armenia,  Austria,  Azerbaijan,  Azores,  Belgium,  Bye- 
larus,  China,  Colombia,  Czechoslovakia,  Estonia, 
Georgia,  Republic  of  Greece.  Hong  Kong,  Hungary, 
India,  Iran,  Israel,  Kazakhstan,  Korea,  Republic  of 
(South),  Kyrgyzstan,  Latvia,  Lithuania,  Madeira 
Island,  Malaysia,  Mexico,  Moldova,  New  Zealand. 
Philippines,  Poland.  Portugal.  Russian  Federation, 
Saudi  Arabia,  Singapore,  South  Africa,  Spain,  Swit¬ 
zerland,  Taiwan,  Tajikstan,  Thailand.  Turkmenistan, 
Ukraine.  Uzbekistan,  Yugoslavia. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5801  Filed  3-9-92: 8:45  am] 
BtLUNQ  CODE  7710-12-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  35-25484;  International  Serlea 
Release  No.  369] 

Filings  Under  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) 

March  3, 1992. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
following  filing(s)  has/have  been  made 
with  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  rules 
promulgated  thereunder.  All  interested 


persons  are  referred  to  the 
application(s)  and/or  declaration(s]  for 
complete  statements  of  the  proposed 
transaction{s)  summarized  below.  The 
application(s)  and/or  declaration(s)  and 
any  amendements  thereto  is/are 
available  for  public  inspection  through 
the  Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Reference, 

Interested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  or  request  a  hearing  on  the 
application(s)  and/or  deciaration(s) 
should  submit  their  views  in  writing  by 
March  27, 1992  to  the  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20549,  and  serve  a  copy 
on  the  relevant  applicant(s)  and/or 
declarant(s)  at  the  address(es)  specifled 


below.  Proof  of  service  (by  afffdavit  or, 
in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by 
certiffcate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  Any  request  for  hearing  shall 
identify  speciHcally  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  that  are  disputed.  A  person  who  so 
requests  will  be  notified  of  any  hearing, 
if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a  copy  of 
any  notice  or  order  issued  in  the  matter. 
After  said  date,  the  application(s)  and/ 
or  declaration(s],  as  filed  or  as 
amended,  may  be  granted  and/or 
permitted  to  become  effective. 

Central  and  South  West  Corporation 
(70-7868) 

Central  and  South  West  Corporation 
(“CSW”),  1616  Woodall  Rodgers 
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Freeway,  Dallas,  Texas  75202,  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed  an 
application-declaration  citing  sections 
6(a),  7,  9(a).  9(c)(3),  10. 12(b)  and  13(b)  of 
the  Act  and  Rule  45  thereunder. 

CSW  proposes  to  form  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  corporation,  CSW 
Capital  Corporation  (“Capital”)  for  the 
purpose  of  investing  up  to  $80  million 
through  December  31, 1993,  in  the  equity 
portion  of  a  series  of  leveraged  leases  in 
respect  of  an  estimated  $320  million  of 
commercial  aircraft,  railroad  machinery 
and  equipment,  and  manufacturing 
facilities  and  equipment  as  available  for 
sale-leaseback  ("Assets").  Authority  is 
also  requested  to  maintain  Capital’s 
portfolio  of  lease  investments  after  such 
date. 

CSW  proposes  to  incorporate  Capital 
under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Delaware 
and  acquire  all  of  its  1000  shares  of 
authorized  common  stock,  par  value  $.01 
per  share,  for  $1,000.  CSW  also  proposes 
to  contribute  to  Capital  up  to  $100,000  in 
either  debt  or  equity  as  operating 
capital.  In  addition,  CSW  proposes  to 
contribute  up  to  $80  million  at  any  one 
time  to  Capital  as  advances  or  equity  for 
investment  in  leveraged  leases.  One  or 
more  owner  trusts  will  enter  into  a  lease 
or  leases,  purchase  and  hold  title  to  the 
leased  Assets,  and  borrow  the  balance 
of  the  funds  necessary  to  purchase  the 
Assets.  All  debt  incurred  in  connection 
with  leveraged  lease  transactions  will 
be  on  a  non-recourse  basis,  seemed  by 
the  Assets.  Generally,  Capital's  initial 
investment  will  be  in  a  debt  to  equity 
ratio  of  3  to  1,  although  CSW  foresees 
that  investments  may  be  reRnanced  in 
the  future  in  a  debt  to  equity  ratio  of  4  to 
1. 

CSW  or  an  affiliate,  which  may  be 
Capital,  further  propose  to  incorporate  a 
direct  or  indirect  wholly  owned 
subsidiary,  (“Offshore”),  in  a 
jurisdiction  such  as  Bermuda  or  the  U.S. 
Virgin  Islands.  Offshore  will  qualify  as 
foreign  sales  corporation  under  section 
921  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1986,  as  amended  (“Code”),  and  recieve 
compensation  for  its  services  under  a 
commission  agreement  with  Capital. 
Offshore  will  provide  services  to  Capital 
in  connection  with  leveraged  lease 
transactions  that  can  be  structured  to 
take  advantage  of  the  tax  beneHts  under 
the  Code.  Pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the 
Code,  Onshore  will  receive  from  Capital 
a  commission  of  23%  of  the  taxable 
income  of  any  leasing  transactions  so 
structured.  An  unconditional  exemption 
under  section  13(b)  of  the  Act  is 
requested  with  respect  to  such 
commisison  payments. 

If  Onshore  is  incorporated  imder  the 


laws  of  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands,  CSW  or 
an  afniiate  proposes  to  acquire  all  of 
Offshore's  1,000  shares  of  authorized 
common  stock,  par  value  $.01  per  share, 
for  $1,000.  Incorporation  in  Bermuda 
would  be  comparable.  CSW  or  an 
affiliate  also  propose  to  contribute  to 
Onshore  up  to  $^,000  in  either  debt  or 
equity  as  operating  capital. 

CSW  represents  that  projections  for 
each  leveraged  lease  entered  into  will 
demonstrate  a  net  present  value  tax 
savings,  using  an  appropriate  discount 
rate,  over  the  term  of  each  proposed 
leasing  transaction. 

The  Southern  Company,  et  al.  (70-7931) 

The  Southern  Company  (“Southern”), 
64  Perimeter  Center  East,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30346,  a  registered  holding 
company,  and  its  wholly  owned 
nonutility  subsidiary.  Southern  Electric 
International,  Inc.  (“SEI”),  100  Ashford 
Center  North,  suite  400,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30338,  have  filed  an  application- 
declaration  under  sections  3(a)(5),  3(b), 
6(a),  7,  9(a),  10, 12(b).  12(d)  and  13(b)  of 
the  Act  and  Rules  43,  44,  45.  50(a)(5),  83, 
86,  87, 90  and  91  thereunder. 

SEI  has  submitted  a  bid  to  acquire  a 
40%  undivided  ownership  interest  in  and 
to  operate  Loy  Yang  B  (“Project”),  a 
thermal  electric  power  station  located  in 
the  State  of  Victoria,  Australia  (“Private 
Sector  Interest”).  The  State  Electricity 
Commission  of  Victoria  (“SECV”), 
through  a  wholly  owned  fecial  purpose 
subsi^ary,  will  retain  ownership  of 
approximately  49%  of  the  Project  and  a 
governmental  or  quasi-govemmental 
agency  or  institution  to  be  affiliated 
with  ffie  Victoria  Government  (“Victoria 
Government  Agency”)  will  acquire 
ownership  of  approximately  11%  of  the 
Project.  It  is  expected  that  SECV,  the 
Victoria  Government  Agency  and  the 
Private  Sector  Interest  (SECV,  the 
Victoria  Government  Agency,  together 
with  the  Private  Sector  Interest,  “Co- 
Owners”)  will  own  the  Project  as 
tenants-in-common.  ^ 

The  Project  will  consist  of  two  500 
megawatt  brown  coal  fired  imits. 
Commercial  operation  of  Units  1  and  2  is 
scheduled  for  1993  and  1996, 
respectively.  The  total  cost  of  a  40% 


‘  Under  Australian  law,  the  liability  of  the  Co- 
Owners  is  several  and  not  joint.  It  is  expected, 
however,  that  the  Co-Owners  will  enter  into  an 
ownership  agreement  ("Ownership  Agreement”)  by 
which  the  Co-Owners  will  agree  to  assume  the 
obligations  of  a  defaulting  Co-Owner  with  respect 
to  completion  of  construction  and  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  Project.  Southern  states  that  its 
liability  in  such  a  defaulting  situation  will  be  limited 
to  the  total  amount  of  equity  invested  therein,  $250 
million. 


undivided  ownership  interest  in  the 
Project  is  estimated  to  be  approximately 
U.S.  $1.2  billion,  anticipated  to  be  80% 
debt  and  20%  equity.*  The  Project,  when 
operational,  will  be  an  electric  utility 
company  within  the  meaning  of  section 
2(a)(3)  of  the  Act. 

For  tax  reasons.  Southern  proposes  to 
acquire  its  40%  undivided  ownership 
interest  through  a  new  wholly  owned 
subsidiary  company.  Southern  Power 
Australia  Pty  Ltd.,  ("Australian 
Subsidiary”)  and  the  Australian 
Subsidiary’s  three  wholly  owned 
subsidiary  companies  (“Ownership 
Subsidiaries”).  These  new  subsidiaries 
will  be  established  under  the  laws  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Australia. 

The  total  capitalization  of  the 
Australian  Subsidiary  and  the 
Ownership  Subsidiaries  will  not  exceed 
an  aggregate  of  $250  million  and  will 
consist  of  equity  and  subordinated  debt. 
Initially,  the  Australian  Subsidiary  and 
the  Ownership  Subsidiaries  each  will  be 
capitalized  with  $1,000.  Based  upon  the 
$250  million  ownership  assumption. 
Southern  will  capitalize  the  Australian 
Subsidiary  with  a  total  of  between  $50 
million  and  $150  million  equity.  The 
Australian  Subsidiary  will  issue,  and 
Southern  will  acquire,  shares  in  the 
Australian  Subsidiary.  The  Australian 
Subsidiary  will  then  acquire  shares  of 
the  Ownership  Subsidiaries  with  the 
funds  provided  by  Southern.  A  portion 
of  such  shares  may  be  offered  to 
potential  private  investors  and  the 
Australian  public.*  The  balance  of  the 
Ownership  Subsidiaries’  capitalization 
will  come  directly  from  Southern,  in  the 
form  of  subordinated  debt.  The 
subordinated  debt  will  have  a  term  of 
between  12  and  35  years  and  will  bear  a 
cumulative  interest  rate  not  to  exceed 
18%.  After  giving  effect  to  the  above 
transactions,  the  Ownership 
Subsidiaries  will  have  available  to  them 
the  funds  necessary  to  acquire  the  40% 
undivided  ownership  interest  in  the 
Project. 

Southern  and  SEI  request  authority  to 
acquire  a  100%  individed  ownership 
interest  in  the  Project  but  request  that 


*  AH  financial  information,  imless  otherwise 
noted,  is  given  in  U.S.  dollars  and  is  based  upon  the 
February  11. 1992  New  York  foreign  exchange 
selling  rate  of  .7517  cents  (U.S.)  for  one  Australian 
dollar,  as  quoted  in  The  Wall  Street  journal.  One 
U.S.  dollar  is  equal  to  Australian  $1.3303. 

’  Southern  and  SEI  seek  both  authority  and  an 
exemption  with  respect  to  the  possible  sale  by  the 
Australian  Subsidiary  of  shares  in  one  or  more  of 
the  Ownership  Subsidiaries  to  instituional  investors 
through  private  placements  and  to  the  public 
through  public  offerings  in  Australia,  in  all  cases  to 
investors  outside  the  United  States. 
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the  Commission  reserve  jurisdiction 
over  the  acquisition  by  Southern  or  its 
Australian  associate  companies  of  any 
ownership  interest  in  the  Project  which 
exceed  40%  or  involves  an  equity 
commitment  of  greater  than  $250 
million.^ 

Primary  Project  financing  for 
Southern’s  40%  undivided  ownership 
interest  in  the  Project  is  expected  to  be 
provided  by  a  syndicate  of  banking  and 
other  financial  institutions  (“Financing 
Syndicate").  The  debt  will  be  evidenced 
by  notes  (“Project  Notes”)  to  be  issued 
by  the  Ownership  Subsidiaries  and 
other  potential  private  investors  in  the 
Project  (Ownership  Subsidiaries, 
together  with  the  other  potential  private 
investors,  “Private  Investors”)  in 
proportion  to  their  respective  undivided 
ownership  interest  in  the  Project.  Project 
Notes  will  be  nonrecourse  to  the  Private 
Investors’  and  will  be  secured  by  the 
Private  Investors’  undivided  ownership 
in  the  Project,  and  in  the  Project’s 
related  contracts  and  insurance  policies. 
Based  upon  the  desired  debt-to-equity 
ratio,  the  Project  Notes  for  Southern’s 
40%  undivided  ownership  interest  are 
not  expected  to  exceed  $962.2  million. 

The  Project  Notes  are  expected  to 
have  a  term  of  not  less  than  five  years 
and  not  more  than  thirty  five  years. 
Interest  is  not  expected  to  exceed  a 
reference  rate  which  will  be  defined  as 
the  average  of  the  bid  and  offer  rates  for 
Australian  dollar  bank  accepted  bills  of 
exchange,  plus  2  ¥2%,  excluding 
commitment,  participation  and 
underwriting  fees.  Southern,  on  behalf  of 
the  Australian  Subsidiary  and  the 
Ownership  Subsidiaries,  requests  that 
the  issuance  and  sale  of  the  Project 
Notes  be  excepted  from  the  competitive 
bidding  requirements  of  Rule  50 
pursuant  to  subsection  50(a)(5)  under 
the  Act  to  negotiate  these  arrangements. 
It  may  do  so. 

Southern  and  SEI  propose  to  form  a 
new  wholly  owned  subsidiary  company 
of  SEI  (“New  Sub”)  to  become  the 
operator  of  the  Project.  The  total 
capitalization  of  the  New  Sub  will  not 
exceed  $5,001  million.  Initially,  the  New 


*  Southern  anticipates  that  Australian  Subsidiary 
and/or  the  Ownership  Subsidiaries  will  be  granted 
a  right  of  first  refusal  with  respect  to  any  proposed 
transfer  of  a  Co-Owner's  undivided  ownership 
interest  in  the  Project,  whether  through  default  by 
such  Co-Owner  or  otherwise,  and  that  the 
Ownership  Subsidiaries  will  grant  a  reciprocal  right 
to  the  other  Co-Owners.  Should  Southern  acquire  a 
100%  undivided  ownership  interest  in  the  Project,  its 
total  equity  contribution  would  be  up  to  and 
including  ^25  million.  The  total  capital  costs, 
acquisition  expenses,  and  budgeted  completion 
expenses  for  the  Project  on  a  100%  ownership  basis 
are  estimated  to  be  approximately  $3  billion. 


Sub  will  issue,  and  SEI  will  acquire, 
shares  in  the  New  Sub  for  $1,000.  SEI 
then  proposes  to  provide  working 
capital  to  the  New  Sub  not  to  exceed  $5 
million  in  the  form  of  loans  or  advances 
(“Working  Capital  Notes”).  The 
Working  Capital  Notes  will  be 
repayable  on  demand,  but  in  any  event 
will  be  repayable  no  later  than  June  30, 
2002.  The  Working  Capital  Notes  will 
bear  interest  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  the 
Reference  Rate  plus  2  ¥2%.  The  working 
capital  will  be  used  by  the  New  Sub  to 
pay  its  general  administrative, 
personnel,  accounting  and  legal 
expenses,  operations  and  maintenance 
and  other  expenses  relating  to  its 
obligations  as  operator  of  the  Project. 

In  connection  with  the  New  Sub’s 
operation  of  the  Project,  Southern  and 
SEI  propose  that  the  New  Sub,  pursuant 
to  an  exemption  from  the  at-cost 
standards  of  section  13(b)  of  the  Act, 
enter  into  contracts  with  the  Co-Owners 
of  the  Project  (in  their  capacities  as  Co- 
Owners)  to  sell  goods  and  services  to 
the  Co-Owners. 

As  a  result  of  the  proposed 
transactions,  the  Australian  Subsidiary, 
the  Ownership  Subsidiaries  and  the 
New  Sub  will  be  subsidiaries  of 
Southern  within  the  meaning  of  section 
2(a)(8)  of  the  Act,  and  the  Australian 
Subsidiary  will  be  a  holding  company 
within  the  meaning  of  section  2(a)(7)  of 
the  Act.  Southern  requests  an  order 
under  section  3(b)  of  the  Act  exempting 
the  Australian  Subsidiary,  the 
Ownership  Subsidiaries  and  the  New 
Sub,  as  subsidiaries,  from  all  provisions 
of  the  Act.  In  addition.  Southern 
requests  that  the  Australian  Subsidiary, 
as  a  holding  company,  be  exempt  from 
ail  provisions  of  the  Act  under  section 
3(a)(5).  Southern  states  that  the 
Australian  Subsidiary,  the  Ownership 
Subsidiaries  and  the  New  Sub  will  not 
derive  any  material  part  of  their  income, 
directly  or  indirectly,  from  sources 
within  the  United  States.  Further, 
Southern  represents  that  neither  the 
Australian  Subsidiary,  the  Ownership 
Subsidiaries  nor  the  New  Sub  will  be  a 
public-utility  company  operating  within 
the  United  States. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5533  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Intent  To  Prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  and  To  Conduct 
Scoping  by  Letter  for  Implementing 
Noise  Abatement  Procedures  at 
Detroit  Metropolitan  Wayne  County 
Airport,  Detroit,  Ml 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA):  Department  of 
Transportation. 

ACTION:  Notice  Of  Intent  To  Prepare  An 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  And 
To  Conduct  Scoping  by  Letter. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  an 
environmental  document  will  be 
prepared  and  considered  for  proposed 
air  traffic  noise  abatement  procedures  at 
Detroit  Metropolitan  Wayne  County 
Airport.  To  ensure  that  all  significant 
issues  related  to  the  proposed  action  are 
identified,  scoping  comments  are 
requested. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  March  25, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  System  Management 
Branch,  AGL-530.  2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  Des  Plaines.  Illinois  60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Douglas  F.  Powers.  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  2300  E.  Devon  Avenue. 
Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  60018,  telephone 
(312)  694-7568. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA) 
will  prepare  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (EIS)  for  implementation  of 
proposed  air  traffic  noise  abatement 
procedures  at  Detroit  Metropolitan 
Wayne  County  Airport.  The  procedures 
include: 

•  Use  Runways  21L/R/C  as  the 
primary  noise  abatement  configuration 
with  wind  conditions  up  to  7  knot  tail 
wind  component: 

•  Opposite  direction  nighttime 
operations  from  12  a.m.  to  6  a.m.  when 
feasible; 

•  Retain  all  northflow  departures  in 
an  equitable  dispersal  area  on  headings 
between  350  degrees  clockwise  to  050 
degrees: 

•  Varied  visual  approach  paths;  and 

•  Fanning  south  flow  departures  on 
headings  between  180  degrees  clockwise 
to  230  degrees. 

Mitigation  will  be  proposed,  as 
necessary,  for  the  adverse  impacts 
created  by  the  procedures. 

The  FAA  initiated  scoping  for  this  EIS 
in  early  1991  with  the  preparation  of  an 
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Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  for  the 
180-day  test.  This  assessment  addressed 
a  number  of  air  traffic  alternatives.  The 
proposed  action  substantially  represents 
the  procedures  which  were  tested  in 

1991. 

In  addition,  the  FAA  conducted  a 
public  information  meeting  and  Wayne 
County  conducted  several  hearings 
concerning  noise  issues  and  alternative 
ways  of  reducing  impacts.  Comments 
were  received  during  the  EA  process 
and  subsequently  during  the  test. 
Additional  comments  and  suggestions 
are  invited  by  letter  from  Federal,  State 
and  local  agencies,  and  other  interested 
parties  to  ensure  that  the  full  range  of 
issues  related  to  the  proposed  action  are 
addressed  and  all  significant  issues 
identified.  As  part  of  the  EIS  process,  a 
formal  public  hearing  will  be  conducted 
upon  release  of  the  draft  EIS.  A  scoping 
document  has  been  prepared  and  is 
available  for  review  by  contacting  the 
individual  named  above  under  the 
heading  FOR  further  information 
CONTACT. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  March  3, 

1992. 

Douglas  F.  Powers, 

Manager,  System  Management  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5548  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILLINQ  CODE  4910-13-M 


RTCA,  Inc;  Ad  Hoc  Group  5 
Airborne  Loran^  Area  Navigation 
Equipment;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463,  5  U.S.C.,  appendix  I),  notice  is 
hereby  given  for  the  third  meeting  of  Ad 
Hoc  Group  5  to  be  held  March  25-27, 
1992,  in  the  RTCA  conference  room,  1140 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Suite  1020, 
Washington,  DC  20036,  commencing  at 
9:30  a.m. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Chairman’s  introductory 
remarks;  (2)  Approval  of  the  second 
meeting’s  minutes:  (3)  FAA  briefing  on 
status  of  CDI  Test  (Loran  program 
office):  (4)  Review  the  proposed  terms  of 
reference  relative  to  the  use  of  Loran  C 
as  a  sole  means  of  navigation;  (5) 
Establish  initial  work  program  and 
schedule;  (6)  Assignment  of  tasks;  (7) 
Other  business;  (8)  Date  and  place  of 
next  meeting. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 


information  should  contact  the  RTCA 
Secretariat,  1140  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  suite  1020,  Washington,  DC  20036; 
(202)  833-9339.  Any  member  of  the 
public  may  present  a  written  statement 
to  the  committee  at  any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  March  2, 
1992. 

foyce  ).  Gillen, 

Designated  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5559  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am)  . 
bhung  code  4t10-1»-M 


RTCA.  Inc.,  Task  Force  1;  GNSS 
Transition  and  Implementation 
Strategy  Task  Force  (TF-1);  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L  92-463,  5  U.S.C.,  Appendix  I),  notice  is 
hereby  given  for  the  second  meeting  of 
Task  Force  1  to  be  held  March  26-27, 
1992,  at  the  MITRE  Corporation,  7525 
Colshire  Drive,  McLean,  Virginia  22102, 
commencing  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Introductory  remarks;  (2) 
Approval  of  January  13, 1992,  meeting 
summary;  (3)  Working  group  reports: 
accomplishments,  issues,  status;  (4) 
Individual  working  group  sessions;  (5) 
Working  group  reports:  status,  plans;  (6) 
Joint  review  of  new  issues;  (7)  Review  of 
task  force  schedule /document  progress; 
(8)  Other  business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 
information  should  contact  the  RTCA 
Secretariat,  1140  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  suite  1020,  Washington,  DC  20036; 
(202)  833-9339.  Any  member  of  the 
public  may  present  a  written  statement 
to  the  committee  at  any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  February  26, 
1992. 

Joyce  J.  Gillen, 

Designated  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5560  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLINQ  CODE  4910-1S4B 


RTCA,  Inc.,  GNSS  Transition  and 
Implementation  Strategy  Task  Force 
(TF-1),  Working  Group  1;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463,  5  U.S.C.,  appendix  I),  notice  is 
hereby  given  for  the  meeting  of  Working 
Group  1  of  the  GNSS  Transition  and 
Implementation  Strategy  Task  Force  to 
be  held  March  17, 1992,  in  the  RTCA 
conference  room,  1140  Connecticut 


Avenue,  NW.,  suite  1020,  Washington, 
DC  20036,  commencing  at  10  a.m. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Welcome  and 
introductions — plan  for  the  day;  (2) 
Consideration  of  draft  document  which 
reflects  working  groups’  views  on 
applications  and  required  procedures; 

(3)  Planning  for  Working  Group  1 
presentation  to  full  Task  Force;  (4)  Other 
business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  I^rsons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 
information  should  contact  the  RTCA 
Secretariat,  1140  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  suite  1020,  Washington,  DC  20036; 
(202)  833-9339.  Any  member  of  the 
public  may  present  a  written  statement 
to  the  committee  at  any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  February  26, 
1992. 

Joyce  J.  GiUen, 

Designated  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5558  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4910-1S-M 


RTCA,  Inc.,  Special  Committee  147; 
Minimum  Operational  Performance 
Standards  for  Traffic  Alert  and 
Collision  Avoidance  Systems  Airborne 
Equipment;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub. 

L.  92-463,  5  U.S.C.,  Appendix  I),  notice  is 
hereby  given  for  the  thirty-ninffi  meeting 
of  Special  Committee  147  to  be  held 
April  1-3, 1992,  in  the  RTCA  conference 
room,  1140  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW., 
suite  1020,  Washington,  DC  20036, 
conunencing  at  9  a.m. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Chairman’s  introductory 
remarks;  (2)  Review  of  meeting  agenda: 
(3)  Approval  of  minutes  of  the  thirty- 
eighth  meeting  held  on  December  11-13, 
1991,  RTCA  paper  no.  150-92/SC147-494 
(previously  distributed);  (4)  Reports  of 
working  group  activities:  (a)  Pilot 
Working  Group;  (b)  Separation 
Assurance  Task  Force;  (c)  Requirements 
Working  Group;  (d)  TCAS  I  Working 
Group;  (5)  Report  on  FAA  TCAS 
program  activities;  (a)  TCAS  I;  (b)  TCAS 
II;  (c)  TCAS  III;  (6)  Review  of  plans  for 
end-to-end  verification  and  validation 
process;  (7)  Review  of  EUROCAE 
Working  Group  34  activities;  (8)  Review 
of  action  items  from  last  meeting;  (9) 
Discussion  of  advanced  TCAS  concepts; 
(10)  Other  business;  (11)  Date  and  place 
of  next  meeting. 
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Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 
information  should  contact  the  RTCA 
Secretariat,  1140  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  suite  1020,  Washington,  DC  20036; 
(202)  833-9339.  Any  member  of  the 
public  may  present  a  written  statement 
to  the  committee  at  any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  March  3, 
1992. 

Joyce  J.  Gillen, 

Designated  Officer. 

[PR  Doc.  92-5561  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4910-13-H 


Intent  To  Rule  on  Application  To 
impose  and  Use  the  Revenue  From  a 
Passenger  Facility  Charge  (PFC)  at 
Missoula  International  Airport, 
Missoula,  MT 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  rule  on 
application. 

summary:  The  FAA  proposes  to  rule 
and  invites  public  comment  on  the 
application  to  impose  and  use  the 
revenue  from  a  PFC  at  Missoula 
International  Airport  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety  and 
Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990  (Title  IX 
of  the  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1990)  (Public  Law  101-508)  and 
Part  158  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  158). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  April  9, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this 
application  may  be  mailed  or  delivered 
in  triplicate  to  ^e  FAA  at  the  following 
address:  Helena  Airports  District  Office, 
FAA  Building,  room  2,  Helena  Regional 
Airport,  Helena,  Montana  59601.  In 
addition,  one  copy  of  any  comments 
submitted  to  the  FAA  must  be  mailed  or 
delivered  to:  Mr.  Timothy  O.  Phillips, 
AAE,  Director  of  Airports  of  the 
Missoula  County  Airport  Authority  at 
the  following  address:  Missoula 
International  Airport,  5225  Highway  10 
West,  Missoula,  Montana  59802. 

Air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers 
may  submit  copies  of  written  comments 
previously  provided  to  the  Missoula 
County  Airport  Authority  under  $  158.23 
of  part  158. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

David  P.  Gabbert,  Manager.  Helena 
Airports  District  Office,  FAA  Building, 
room  2,  Helena  Regional  Airport, 
Helena,  Montana  59601,  (406)  449-5271. 


The  application  may  be  reviewed  in 
person  at  this  same  location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 

proposes  to  rule  and  invites  public 
comment  on  the  application  to  impose 
and  use  the  revenue  from  a  PFC  at 
Missoula  International  Airport  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety  and 
Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990  (Title  IX 
of  the  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L.  101-508)  and  Part 
158  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  158). 

On  February  28, 1992,  the  FAA 
determined  that  the  application  to 
impose  and  use  the  revenue  from  a  PFC 
submitted  by  Missoula  County  Airport 
Authority  was  substantially  complete 
within  the  requirements  of  section  158.25 
of  Part  158.  The  FAA  will  approve  or 
disapprove  the  application,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  no  later  than  June  12, 1992. 

The  following  is  a  brief  overview  of 
the  application: 

Level  of  the  proposed  PFC:  $3.00. 

Proposed  charge  effective  date: 

August  1, 1992. 

Proposed  charge  expiration  date:  June 
30, 1997. 

Total  estimated  PFC  revenue: 
$1,900,000.00. 

Brief  description  of  proposed  projects: 
Taxiway  “P”  realignment,  extension, 
and  rehabilitation;  terminal  access 
improvements;  terminal  expansion 
project;  land  acquisition;  and  airfield 
vacuum  broom. 

Class  or  classes  of  air  carriers  which 
the  public  agency  has  requested  not  be 
required  to  collect  PFCs:  Air  taxi’s  and 
charter  carriers. 

Any  person  may  inspect  the 
application  in  person  at  the  FAA  office 
listed  above  under  “FOR  further 
INFORMATION  CONTACT”  and  at  the  FAA 
regional  Airports  office  located  at: 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Northwest  Mountain  Region,  Airports 
Division,  ANM-600, 1601  Lind  Avenue, 
SW.,  Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

In  addition,  any  person  may,  upon 
request,  inspect  &e  application,  notice 
and  other  documents  germane  to  the 
application  in  person  at  the  Missoula 
County  Airport  Authority. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  February 
28,1992. 

Edward  G.  Tatum, 

Manager.  Airports  Division,  Northwest 
Mountain  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5550  FUed  3-9-62;  8:45  am] 
Buxma  CODE  stio-ia-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Fiscal  Service 

[Dept  Circ.  570, 1991  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  19] 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds;  Aetna  Casualty  & 

Surety  Company  of  America 

A  Certificate  of  Authority  as  an 
acceptable  surety  on  Federal  Bonds  is 
hereby  issued  to  the  following  company 
under  sections  9304  to  9308,  title  31,  of 
the  United  States  Code.  Federal  bond- 
approving  officers  should  annotate  their 
reference  copies  of  the  Treasury 
Circular  570, 1991  Revision,  on  page 
30129  to  reflect  this  addition: 

Aetna  Casualty  &  Surety  Company  of 
America 

Business  Address:  151  Farmington 
Ave„  Hartford,  CT  06156.  Underwriting 
Limitation  ^  $681,000.  Surety  Licenses  *: 
AK.  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  CT,  DE,  DC,  FL, 
GA,  HI,  ID,  IL.  IN.  lA.  KS,  KY.  LA.  ME, 
MD,  MA,  MI.  MN.  MS.  MT,  NE,  NV,  NH, 
NJ.  NM.  NY,  NC.  ND.  OH.  OR.  PA,  RI. 
SC.  SD,  TN,  TX,  UT,  VT,  VA.  WA.  WV, 
WI,  WY.  Incorporated  In:  Connecticut. 

Certificates  of  Authority  expire  on 
June  30  each  year,  unless  revoked  prior 
to  that  date.  The  Certificates  are  subject 
to  subsequent  annual  renewal  as  long  as 
the  companies  remain  qualified  (31  CFR 
part  223).  A  list  of  qualified  companies 
is  published  annually  as  of  July  1  in 
Treasury  Department  Circular  570,  with 
details  as  to  underwriting  limitations, 
areas  in  which  licensed  to  transact 
surety  business  and  other  information. 

Copies  of  the  Circular  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Surety  Bond  Branch, 
Finance  Division,  Financial 
Management  Service,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  Washington,  DC  20227, 
telephone  (202)  874-6850. 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Charles  F.  Schwan,  ID, 

Director,  Funds  Management  Division, 
Financial  Management  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5483  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 
MLUNQ  CODE  4aiO-S6-M 


[Dept  Circ.  570, 1991  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  17] 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds;  Aetna  Commercial 
Insurance  Co. 

A  Certificate  of  Authority  as  an 
accceptable  surety  on  Federal  Bonds  is 
hereby  issued  to  the  following  company 
under  sections  9304  to  9308,  title  31.  of 
the  United  States  Code.  Federal  bond- 
approving  officers  should  annotate  their 
reference  copies  of  the  Treasury 
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Circular  570, 1991  Revision,  on  page 
30129  to  reflect  this  addition: 

Aetna  Commercial  Insurance  Co. 

Business  Address:  151  Farmington 
Ave.,  Hartford,  Connecticut  06156. 
Underwriting  Limitation  *•:  $1,042,000. 
Surety  Licenses AL,  AK,  AZ,  AR,  CA, 
CO.  CT,  DE,  DC,  FL.  GA.  ID.  lU  IN.  lA. 
KS.  KY.  LA,  ME.  MD,  MA,  MI.  MN.  MS. 
MO.  MT.  NE.  NJ.  NM.  NY.  ND.  OH.  OK. 
OR.  PA.  RI,  SC,  SD,  TN.  TX,  UT.  VT, 

VA.  WA.  WV.  WI.  WY.  Incorporated  In: 
Connecticut. 

Certiflcates  of  Authority  expire  on 
June  30,  each  year,  unless  revoked  prior 
to  that  date.  The  Certificates  are  subject 
to  subsequent  annual  renewal  as  long  as 
the  companies  remain  qualified  (31  CFR 
part  223).  A  list  of  qualified  companies 
is  published  annually  as  of  July  1  in 
Treasury  Department  Circular  570,  with 
details  as  to  underwriting  limitations, 
areas  in  which  licensed  to  transact 
surety  business  and  other  information. 

Copies  of  the  Circular  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Surety  Bond  Branch, 
Finance  Division,  Financial 
Management  Service,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  Washington,  DC  20227, 
telephone  (202)  874-6850. 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Charles  F.  Schwan  III, 

Director,  Funds  Management  Division, 
Financial  Management  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5482  Filed  5-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-3S-M 


[Dept  Circ.  570, 1991  Rev.,  Supp.  No.19] 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds;  Farmington  Casualty 
Company 

A  Certiflcate  of  Authority  as  an 
acceptable  surety  on  Federal  Bonds  is 
hereby  issued  to  the  following  company 
under  section  9304  to  9308,  title  31,  of  the 
United  States  Code.  Federal  bond- 
approving  officers  should  annotate  their 
reference  copies  of  the  Treasury 
Circular  570, 1991  Revision,  on  page 
30141  to  reflect  this  addition: 

Farmington  Casualty  Company 

Business  Address:  151  Farmington 
Ave.,  Hartford,  Connecticut,  06156. 
Underwriting  Limitation  **:  $3,442,000. 
Surety  License  *:  AL,  AK,  AZ.  AR,  CA, 
CO.  CT.  DE.  DC.  FL.  GA,  HI.  ID.  IL.  IN. 
LA.  KS.  KY.  LA,  ME.  MD.  MA.  MI.  MN. 
MS.  MO,  MT,  NE.  NV.  NH.  NJ.  NM.  NY, 
NC.  ND.  OH.  OK,  OR.  PA.  PR.  RI.  SC. 
SD,  TN.  TX.  UT.  VT.  VA.  WA,  WV.  WI. 
WY.  Incorporated  In:  Connecticut. 


Certificates  of  Authority  expire  on 
June  30  each  year,  unless  revoked  prior 
to  that  date.  The  Cerftificates  are 
subject  to  subsequent  annual  renewal  as 
long  as  the  companies  remain  qualified 
(31  CFR  part  223).  A  list  of  qualified 
companies  is  published  annually  as  of 
July  1  in  Treasury  Department  Circular 
570,  with  details  as  to  underwriting 
limitations,  areas  in  which  licensed  to 
transact  surety  business  and  other 
information. 

Copies  of  the  Circular  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Surety  Bond  Branch, 
Finance  Division,  Financial 
Management  Service,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  Washington,  DC  20227, 
telephone  (202)  874-6850. 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Charles  F.  Schwan  III, 

Director,  Funds  Management  Division, 
Financial  Management  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5484  Filed  3-9-92;  8;45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4610-3S-M 


[Dept  CIrc.  570, 1991  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  16] 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds  Generali— U.S.  Branch 

A  Certificate  of  Authority  as  an 
acceptable  reinsurer  on  federal  Bonds  is 
hereby  issued  to  the  following  company 
under  sections  9304  to  9308,  title  31,  of 
the  United  States  Code.  Federal  bond- 
approving  officers  should  annotate  their 
reference  copies  of  the  Treasury 
Circular  570, 1991  Revision,  on  page 
30170  to  reflect  this  addition; 

Generali — U.S.  Branch  Business 
Addrress:  One  Liberty  Plaza.  New  York, 
NY,  10006.  Underwriting  Limitation  *’ : 
$5,581,000. 

Certificates  of  Authority  expire  on 
June  30  each  year,  unless  revoked  prior 
to  that  date.  The  Certificates  are  subject 
to  subsequent  annual  renewal  as  long  as 
the  companies  remain  qualifled  (31  CFR 
part  223).  A  list  of  qualified  companies 
is  published  annually  as  of  July  1  in 
Treasury  Department  Circular  570,  with 
details  as  to  underwriting  limitations, 
areas  in  which  licensed  to  transact 
surety  business  and  other  information. 

Copies  of  the  Circular  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Surety  Bond  Branch, 
Finance  Division.  Financial 
Management  Service,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  Washington,  DC  20227, 
telephone  (202)  874-6850. 


Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Charles  F.  Schwan,  III, 

Director,  Funds  Management  Division, 
Financial  Management  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5486  Filed  3-9-92;  8;45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4S10-35-M 


[Dept.  Circ.  570, 1991  Rev^  Supp.  No.  20] 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds;  Aetna  Casualty 
Company  of  Connecticut 

A  Certificate  of  Authority  as  an 
acceptable  surety  on  Federal  Bonds  is 
hereby  issued  (o  the  following  company 
under  sections  9304  to  9308,  title  31,  of 
the  United  States  Code.  Federal  bond- 
approving  officers  should  annotate  their 
reference  copies  of  the  Treasury 
Circular  570, 1991  Revision,  on  page 
30129  to  reflect  this  addition; 

Aetna  Casualty  Company  of 
Connecticut.  Business  Address:  151 
Farmington  Ave.,  Hartford,  Connecticut, 
06156.  Underwriting  Limitation  •*: 
$1,043,000.  Surety  Licenses  *  AL.  AK, 

AZ.  AR,  CA.  CO.  CT.  DE.  DC.  FL.  GA. 

ID.  IL.  IN.  lA.  KS,  KY.  LA.  ME,  MD.  MA, 
MI,  MN.  MS,  MO,  MT.  NE,  NH.  NJ.  NM. 
NY,  ND.  OH,  OK,  OR.  PA,  RI.  SC.  SD. 
TN.  TX,  UT.  VT,  VA.  WA.  WV,  WI,  WY. 
Incorporated  in:  Connecticut. 

Certificates  of  Authority  expire  on 
June  30  each  year,  unless  revoked  prior 
to  that  date.  The  Certificates  are  subject 
to  subsequent  annual  renewal  as  long  as 
the  companies  remain  qualified  (31  CFR 
part  223).  A  list  of  qualified  companies 
is  published  annually  as  of  July  1  in 
Treasury  Department  Circular  570,  with 
details  as  to  underwriting  limitations, 
areas  in  which  licensed  to  transact 
surety  business  and  other  information. 

Copies  of  the  Circular  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Surety  Bond  Branch. 
Finance  Division,  Financial 
Management  Service,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  Washington,  DC  20227, 
telephone  (202)  874-6850. 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Charles  F.  Schwan,  III, 

Director,  Funds  Management  Division, 
Financial  Management  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5485  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4S10-3S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

Disciplinary  and  Grievance 
Procedures;  MP-5,  Part  II,  Chapter  8 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 
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ACnON:  Notice  with  request  for 
comments;  extension  of  comment 
period. 


SUMMARY:  This  extension  for  comments 
is  made  at  the  request  of  several 
interested  parties.  MP-5.  part  II,  chapter 
8,  in  its  entirety,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  31, 1992  (57 
FR  3815),  pursuant  to  Section  203  of  the 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs  Health- 
Care  Personnel  Act  of  1991  (Public  Law 
102-40),  dated  May  7, 1991,  which 
revised  the  disciplinary,  grievance  and 
appeal  procedures  for  employees 
appointed  under  38  U.S.C.  section 
7401(1). 


DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  March  13, 1992.  Comments  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection 
through  March  23, 1992.  The  proposed 
effective  date  of  these  regulations  is 
March  16, 1992. 


ADDRESSES:  Send  written  comments  to: 
Secretary  of  Veterans  Affairs  (271A), 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20420.  All  written  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
only  in  the  Veterans  Services  Unit,  room 
170  of  the  above  address  between  the 
hours  of  8  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday  until  March  23, 1992. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

George  W.  Williams,  Director,  Employee 
Relations  and  Performance  Management 
Service  (058),  Office  of  Personnel  and 
Labor  Relations.  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20420,  (202)  535- 
8875. 

Dated;  March  4, 1992. 

B.  Michael  Berger, 

Director,  Records  Management  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5518  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  •320-01-M 


Career  Development  Committee; 
Meeting 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
gives  notice  under  Public  Law  92-463 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Career 
Development  Committee,  authorized  by 
38  U.S.C.  7303,  will  be  held  at  the  Omni 
Inner  Harbor  Hotel,  101  West  Fayette 
Street,  Baltimore,  MD  21201,  April  29, 
through  May  1, 1992,  starting  at  8  a.m., 
April  29.  The  meeting  will  be  for  the 
purpose  of  scientiBc  review  of 
applications  for  appointment  to  the 
Career  Development  Program  in  the 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs.  The 
committee  advises  the  Director,  Medical 
Research  Service,  on  selection  and 
appointment  of  Associate  Investigators, 


Research  Associates,  and  Senior 
Medical  Investigators. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
up  to  the  seating  capacity  of  the  room 
from  8  a.m.  to  8:30  a.m.  on  April  29, 1992, 
to  discuss  the  general  status  of  the 
program.  Because  of  the  limited  seating 
capacity  of  the  room,  those  who  plan  to 
attend  should  contact  Mr.  Robert  E. 

Meci,  Executive  Secretary  of  the  Career 
Development  Committee  (12A3), 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs, 
Washington.  DC  20420,  (202)  523-6876, 
prior  to  April  22, 1992.  T^e  meeting  will 
be  closed  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m.  on 
April  29,  and  8  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m.  on  April 
30  and  May  1  for  consideration  of 
individual  applications  for  positions  in 
the  Career  Development  Program.  This 
necessarily  requires  examination  of 
personnel  Hies  and  discussion  and 
evaluation  of  the  qualifications, 
competence,  and  potential  of  the 
candidates,  disclosure  of  which  would 
constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 
Accordingly,  closure  of  this  portion  of 
the  meeting  is  permitted  by  section  10(d) 
of  Public  Law  92-463  as  amended,  in 
accordance  with  subsection  (c)(6),  5 
U.S.C.  552b. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of 
the  committee  members  may  be 
obtained  from  Robert  E.  Meci,  Chief, 
Career  Development  Program,  Medical 
Research  Service  (12A3),  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  Washington,  DC 
20420,  (phone  202-523-6876). 

Dated:  February  26, 1992. 

By  Direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Diane  H.  Landis, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5502  Filed  3-9-92;  8;45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  t320-01-M 


The  Redevelopment  of  the  VAMC 
Baltimore  (“Loch  Raven”) 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

action:  Notice  of  designation. 

SUMMARY:  The  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs  is 
designating  the  Baltimore  VA  Medical 
Center  (“Loch  Raven”)  as  a  site  that  will 
be  subject  to  redevelopment  under  the 
terms  of  an  enhanced-use  lease.  The 
Department  intends  to  enter  into  a  long¬ 
term  lease  of  real  property  and  facilities 
with  the  developer  who  provides  the 
Department  with  the  greatest  economic 
advantages. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Diane  H.  Esanu,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Acquisition  and  Facilities 


(005),  810  Vermont  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  204^,  202-535-8555. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Public 
Law  101-507  speciHcally  provides  that 
the  Secretary  may  enter  into  an 
enhanced-use  lease  with  a  private 
developer  to  provide  services,  revenue, 
or  both,  to  the  Department;  be 
economically  self-sustaining;  and  be 
compatible  with  the  existing  residential 
neighborhood. 

approved:  February  28, 1992. 

Edward ).  Derwinski, 

Secretary  of  Veterans  A  ffairs. 

Notice  of  Designation 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  101-507,  this  serves  as  notice  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs  (“the  Department”)  is 
designating  the  Loch  Raven  VA  Medical 
Center  (“Loch  Raven”)  as  a  site  that  will 
be  subject  to  redevelopment  under  the 
terms  of  an  enhanced-use  lease. 

Loch  Raven  is  a  15-acre  facility, 
located  on  a  residentially-zoned  site  in 
the  northeast  section  of  the  city  of 
Baltimore,  Maryland.  The  complex  is 
designed  as  a  campus,  with  a  main 
hospital  building,  and  several  smaller 
administrative  support  and  laboratory 
buildings.  The  main  hospital  building  is 
a  38-year  old,  291-bed,  acute  care 
medical  center.  Gross  building  area 
exceeds  268,000  square  feet. 

Background/Rationale 

Public  Law  101-507  specifically 
provides  that  the  Secretary  may  enter 
into  an  enhanced-use  lease  to  redevelop 
Loch  Raven.  In  addition,  the  Department 
is  constructing  a  new  veterans'  hospital 
in  Baltimore,  which  is  expected  to  be 
fully  operational  by  1992.  An  enhanced- 
use  lease  will  provide  the  Department 
with  additional  space  and  services,  and 
ensure  the  continued  viability  of  Loch 
Raven  after  1992.  The  redevelopment  of 
Loch  Raven  is  to  be  accomplished  by  a 
private  developer.  A  portion  of  the 
facility  must  be  redeveloped  to  meet 
certain  needs  articulated  by  the 
Department,  and  reserved  for  the 
Department's  exclusive  use.  The 
Department  will  enter  into  a  long-term 
lease  with  the  developer,  pursuant  to 
which  the  developer  will  operate  and 
manage  the  facility.  The  developer  will 
enter  into  long-term  subleases  of  the 
remaining  property  and  buildings  with 
private  or  other  public  entities.  Loch 
Raven  shall  be  redeveloped  in  a  manner 
that  is  consistent  with,  and  not  adverse 
to,  the  mission  of  the  Department  to 
provide  services  to  veterans. 

The  Department  intends  that  the 
redevelopment  of  Loch  Raven  be 
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completed  not  more  than  Hve  years  from 
the  date  on  which  an  enhanced-use 
lease  is  entered  into  with  a  private 
developer.  In  addition,  the  enhanced-use 
lease  will  provide  services,  revenue,  or 
both,  to  the  Department;  be 
economically  self-sustaining;  and  be 
compatible  with  the  existing  urban 
residential  neighborhood,  lliere  are 
several  economic  advantages  to  the 
Department  that  result  from  enhanced 
use.  They  include,  but  are  not  limited  to, 
the  following:  the  construction  or 
renovation  of  a  facility  for  veterans 
through  a  minimal  outlay  of  Federal 
funds;  the  receipt  of  revenue  by  the 
Department ;  and  the  provision  of 
additional  services  to  veterans.  The 
Department  intends  to  enter  into  a  long¬ 
term  lease  of  real  property  and  facilities 
with  the  developer  who  provides  the 
Department  with  the  greatest  economic 
advantages. 

Economic  Factors  in  Support  of  the 
Enhanced-Use  Lease 

In  considering  use  of  entering  into  an 
Enhanced-Use  lease  for  the  Loch  Raven 
facility,  the  transaction  as  proposed  was 
examined  in  terms  of  its  economic 
consequences  in  comparison  with  other 
alternatives  available  to  the 
Department;  namely,  rehabilitation  of 
the  facility  for  VA  use  or  disposal  of  the 
facility.  This  examination  included  a 
life-cycle  cost  analysis  performed  in 
accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-104. 

The  analysis  revealed  that  the 
Enhanced-Use  lease  alternative  appears 
to  be  the  most  cost-beneHcial  option 
which  satisfies  VA  space  and 
community  nursing  home  program 
requirements.  This  analysis  was 
performed  using  similar  criteria  from 
various  services.  Underlying  economic 
data  was  obtained  from  an  independent 
appraisal  of  the  market  value  of  the 
facility,  VA  construction  estimates  and 
data  received  at  an  industry  forum 
speciHcally  held  for  this  project. 

Public  Hearing 

On  June  20, 1991,  a  public  hearing  was 
held  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
designation,  at  which  time  comments 
were  solicited  from  veterans  service 
organizations,  as  well  as  from 
representatives  of  local  commerce  and 
other  members  of  the  community. 

Present  at  the  meeting  were: 

Congressional  Representatives 

Maggie  Macintosh,  Representing 

Senator  Barbara  Mikulski; 

Kevin  Kelly,  Clerk,  Senate 

Appropriations  Subcommittee  on  VA, 

HUD  and  Independent  Agencies 
Carrie  Apostolou,  Staff  to  the  Senate 

Appropriations  Subcommittee 


VA  Representatives 

Anthony  J.  Principi,  Deputy  Secretary 
Barbara  Gallagher,  Medical  Center 
Director 

David  E.  Lewis,  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Acquisition  and  Facilities 
Robert  E.  Coy,  Deputy  General  Counsel 
Diane  Esanu,  Loch  Raven  Project 
Director 

Barbara  Nugent,  Richard  lafola  and 
Judith  Sterne,  Project  Specialists 

State  Representatives 

Jim  Stanton,  Executive  Director  of  the 
Maryland  Health  Resources  Planning 
Commission  and  members  of  his  staff 

City  Representatives 

Sara  R.  Trenery,  Senior  Vice  President, 
Baltimore  Economic  Development 
Corporation,  Representing  the 
Mayor's  Office 

Sharon  Klotts,  City  Planning  Department 
Peter  Conrad,  City  Plannihg  Department 
The  only  issues  raised  concerned 
increased  vehicular  traffic  and  noise 
resulting  from  the  use  of  the 
redeveloped  facility.  The  Department 
will  require  in  its  Request  for  Proposal 
that  all  Development  Plans  incorporate 
a  detailed  discussion  on  parking  and 
traffic  management  for  the  entire  site. 
The  Development  Plan  will  also  include 
a  discussion  on  possible  impact  both  on 
and  off  the  site  in  terms  of 
environmental  concerns  such  as  noise 
levels.  These  discussions  should  be  for 
all  phases  (from  initial  occupancy  of  the 
site,  through  construction  and  final 
occupancy  and  uses  of  the  property). 

The  representatives  from  the  veterans 
service  organizations  and  the  local 
community  at  large  overwhelmingly 
supported  the  designation. 

General  Description  of  the  Proposed 
Lease 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
intends  to  lease  the  Loch  Raven  Medical 
Center  to  a  private  firm  for  20  years  if 
the  firm  is  not  proposing  to  build  new 
buildings  or  do  major  remodeling  to  the 
existing  buildings,  or  35  years  if  the  firm 
intends  to  build  new  buildings  or  do 
major  remodeling  to  the  existing 
buildings. 

The  private  firm  must  have  a 
redevelopment  plan  that  can  be 
completed  within  5  years  or  less;  is 
economically  feasible  and  self- 
sustaining;  offers  something  of  value  to 
the  Department — space,  services  in 
kind,  revenue,  or  a  combination  thereof; 
is  compatible  with,  and  not  adverse  to, 
the  mission  of  the  Department;  and  is 
compatible  with  the  existing  urban 
residential  neighborhood. 


Description  of  How  the  Proposed  Lease 
Will— 

(1)  Contribute  Cost-Effectively  to.  Be 
Consistent  With,  and  Not  Adversely 
Affect  the  Mission  of  the  Department 

In  order  for  any  offer  to  be 
considered,  an  offeror  must  propose  a 
use  that  provides  space,  revenue, 
services  in  kind,  or  a  combination 
thereof.  In  addition,  the  redevelopment 
must  promote  the  mission  of  the 
Department  and  cannot  adversely  afiect 
the  mission  of  the  Department.  Firms 
that  do  not  meet  these  requirements  will 
not  be  considered  for  award. 

(2)  Affect  Services  to  Veterans 

The  enhanced-use  lease  must 
designate  a  certain  portion  of  the 
redeveloped  facility  for  the  exclusive 
use  of  the  Department,  thus  providing 
needed  additional  space.  In  addition,  if 
the  firm  is  proposing  to  provide  services 
in  kind,  such  as  medical  care,  this  lease 
would  enhance  the  VA’s  ability  to 
provide  such  services  to  veterans.  If  the 
firm  proposes  to  provide  revenues  in  the 
form  of  lease  payments,  then  the  income 
received  could  be  used  to  fund  services 
to  veterans  that  are  not  presently 
available,  or  to  expand  upon  those  that 
are. 

(FR  Doc.  92-5503  Filed  3-9-92;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  S320-01-M 

Development  of  the  VAMC  Houston 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  designation. 

summary:  The  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs  is 
designating  the  Houston  VA  Medical 
Center  as  a  site  that  will  be  subject  to 
development  under  the  terms  of  an 
enhanced-use  lease.  The  Department 
intends  to  enter  into  a  long-term  lease  of 
real  property  and  facilities  with  the 
developer  who  provides  the  Department 
with  the  greatest  economic  advantages. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jo  Momingstar,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Acquisition  and  Facilities 
(005),  810  Vermont  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington.  DC  20420,  202-535-8555. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  38  U.S.C. 
8161  et  seq.  specifically  provides  that 
the  Secretary  may  enter  into  an 
enhanced-use  lease  with  a  private 
developer  to  provide  services,  revenue, 
or  both,  to  the  Department;  be 
economically  self-sustaining;  and  be 
compatible  with  the  existing  residential 
neighborhood. 
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Approved:  February  28, 1992. 

Edward ).  Derwinski, 

Secretary  of  Veterans  Affairs. 

Notice  of  Designation 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  38  U.S.C. 
8161  et  seq.,  "Enhanced-Use  Leases  of 
Real  Property",  and  38  U.S.C.  316,  this 
serves  as  notice  that  the  Secretary  of 
Veterans  Affairs  ("Secretary”)  intends 
to  designate  an  approximately  twenty 
(20)  acre  portion  of  the  Houston  VA 
Medical  Center  as  a  site  ("the  Houston 
site”)  that  will  be  subject  to  public/ 
private  development  under  the  terms  of 
an  Enhanced-Use  Lease,  including  the 
collocation  of  the  VBA  Houston 
Regional  Office  on  the  site. 

The  Houston  VA  Medical  Center  is 
located  at  2002  Holcolmbe  Boulevard  in 
the  City  of  Houston.  The  Houston  site  is 
located  in  the  northeast  comer  of  the 
campus  bordered  by  Almeda  Road  to 
the  east  and  Holcombe  Boulevard  to  the 
north.  The  purpose  of  this  designation  is 
to  enable  the  Secretary  to  enter  into  an 
Enhanced-Use  Lease  of  the  subject 
property. 

Background  and  Rationale 

38  U.S.C.  8161  et  seq.,  authorizes  the 
Secretary  to  lease  Department- 
controlled  real  property  to  private  and 
other  public  entities  for  a  term  of  years 
for  the  development  of  the  property  for 
non-VA  purposes  provided  that,  at  least 
part  of  the  use  of  the  property  will 
provide  space  for  an  activity 
contributing  to  the  mission  of  the 
Department;  the  non-VA  uses  are  not 
inconsistent  with  and  will  not  adversely 
affect  the  mission  of  the  Department; 
and  the  Enhanced-Use  Lease  will 
enhanced  the  use  of  the  property.  As 
consideration  for  such  lease,  the 
Secretary  is  authorized  to  obtain 
facilities,  services,  money,  or  other  “in- 
kind”  consideration.  Where  new 
construction  or  substantial 
rehabilitation  will  occur,  the  lease  may 
not  exceed  35  years,  or  20  years,  in  all 
other  cases. 

The  Department  proposes  to  enter  into 
an  Enhanced-Use  Lease  with  the 
developer  of  the  Houston  site,  who  will 
also  construct  the  collocated  Veterans 
Benefits  Administration  Regional  OfHce 
on  the  property  under  the  terms  of  a  one 
year  lease  purchase  agreement.  The 
Department  anticipates  that  in 
permitting  the  developer  of  the  Regional 
Office  building  to  use  the  remainder  of 
the  Houston  site  for  certain  specified 
non-VA  uses  under  an  Enhanced-Use 
Lease,  it  will  obtain  necessary  parking 
facilities  for  the  Regional  Office  at 
reduced  cost  as  well  as  other  beneBts 
.  resulting  from  the  non-VA  development 
including:  rental  proceeds;  discounts  on 


the  cost  of  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  Regional  Office  building,  or  other 
in-kind  consideration. 

Economic  Factors  in  Support  of  the 
Enhanced-Use  Lease 

As  the  Enhanced-Use  Lease  in  this 
instance  also  will  support  the  lease/ 
purchase  of  the  VBA  office  building,  the 
entire  transaction  was  examined  in 
terms  of  its  economic  consequences  in 
comparison  with  other  alternative 
acquisition  methods:  traditional 
construction;  commercial  leasing;  and 
an  Enhanced-Use  Lease  for  the  entire 
V'^BA  requirement  (VBA  space  and 
parking).  This  examination  included  a 
life-cycle  cost  analysis  performed  in 
accordance  with  0MB  Circular  A-104. 

The  analysis  revealed  that  lease/ 
purchase  of  the  Regional  OfBce  Building, 
with  an  enhanced  use  lease  for  the 
associated  parking,  appears  to  be  the 
most  cost-beneficial  option  followed  by 
the  Enhanced-Use  Lease  for  the  entire 
VBA  space  requirements.  This  analysis 
was  performed  using  similar  criteria 
from  various  sources.  Costs  for 
Government  construction  was  obtained 
from  VA  construction  estimates;  cost  for 
private  sector  construction  was  based 
on  data  received  at  an  industry  forum 
specifically  held  for  this  project. 

The  comments  received  from  the 
private  sector  supporting  this  analysis 
include:  (1)  The  current  upswing  in  the 
commercial  leasing  market  in  Houston 
makes  commercial  leasing  with  no 
residual  value  to  VA  economically  very 
unattractive;  (2)  private  industry, 
generally,  is  able  to  construct 
administrative  office  space  at  a  much 
lower  cost  than  the  Government;  and  (3) 
making  thirty  years  of  rental  payments, 
which  necessarily  include  the  cost  of 
Bnancing,  is  significantly  more  costly  to 
VA  than  purchasing  the  VBA  building 
over  a  one-year  lease/purchase  term. 

Public  Hearing 

On  September  26, 1991,  a  public 
hearing  was  held  regarding  the  proposed 
designation.  Comments  were  solicited 
from  Veterans  Service  Organizations,  as 
well  as  representatives  of  local 
commerce.  Present  at  the  meeting  were 
The  Honorable  David  Lewis,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Acquisition  and  Facilities 
of  the  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs; 
Mr.  Ted  Myatt,  Director,  VA  Regional 
Office,  Houston;  Mr.  Adam  Walmus, 
Associate  Medical  Director,  VA  Medical 
Center,  Houston,  and  several  members 
of  their  respective  staffs. 

The  public  hearing  began  at  7:15  p.m. 
and  concluded  at  approximately  8:30 
p.m.  The  Department  received  a  very 
positive  response  from  the  community  to 
the  proposal  to  use  an  Enhanced-Use 


Lease  in  connection  with  the  collocation 
of  the  Regional  Office  onto  the  Medical 
Center  grounds.  In  particular.  Disabled 
American  Veterans  voiced  its  support  of 
the  proposal,  noting  that  the  Enhanced- 
Use  collocation  agreement  will  be  in 
keeping  with  its  national  organization's 
encouragement  of  VA’s  provision  of 
benefits  and  medical  services  on  one 
campus,  the  potential  for  improving 
timeliness  in  claim-processing,  and  the 
potential  for  monetary  savings  as  a 
result  of  the  "Enhanced-Use"  of  the  site. 
The  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  while 
unable  to  attend  the  Hearing, 
communicated  in  writing  its  strong 
support  both  of  the  concept  of 
collocation  as  well  as  the  use  of  an 
Enhanced-Use  Lease. 

A  member  of  a  residential  community 
adjacent  to  the  VA  Medical  Center 
expressed  his  concern  that  the  new  VA 
and  non-VA  development  would  cause 
parking  problems  for  his  community.. 

The  community  member  was  assured 
that  VA  has  provided  in  the  solicitation 
for  sufficient  parking  to  accommodate 
both  the  VA  and  the  non-VA 
developments. 

General  Description  of  Enhanced-Use 
Lease 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
intends  to  lease  approximately  20  acres 
of  the  Houston  site  (or  a  significant 
portion  of  this  site)  for  a  term  of  up  to  35 
years  for  the  purpose  of  developing  the 
site  for  VA  and  non-VA  uses. 

The  Enhanced-Use  Lessee  must  have 
a  development  plan  that  can  be 
completed  within  a  specified  period  of 
time;  is  economically  feasible  and  self- 
sustaining;  and  in  addition  to  offering 
space  for  use  by  the  VA,  offers 
something  of  value  to  the  Department — 
space,  services  in  kind,  revenue,  or  a 
combination  thereof;  is  compatible  with, 
and  not  adverse  to,  the  mission  of  the 
Department;  and  is  compatible  with  the 
existing  surroundings. 

Description  of  How  The  Proposed  Lease 
Will— 

(1)  Contribute  Cost  Effectively  To  Be 
Consistent  With  and  Not  Adversely 
Affect  the  Mission  of  the  Department 

The  Department  anticipates  that, 
through  the  Enhanced-Use  Lease,  it  will 
collocate  the  VBA  Regional  Office  with 
the  Medical  Center  at  a  lesser  cost  than 
commercial  leasing  and  in  a  shorter  time 
period  than  through  "traditional”  VA 
construction. 

The  Department  will  assure  through 
lease  restrictions  that  ail  development 
(VA  and  non-VA  development)  will  be 
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consistent  with,  and  not  adversely 
affect  the  mission  of  the  Department. 

(2)  Affect  Service  to  Veterans 

The  Enhanced-Use  Lease  provides 
that  the  successful  offeror  must  design, 
construct  operate  and  maintain  parking 
facilities  and  provide  maintenance  and 


operation  services  for  the  VBA  Regional 
Office  building  on  the  Houston  site,  thus 
providing  signiHcantly  enhanced  service 
to  veterans  through  the  convenience  of 
collocation  with  ttie  VA  Medical  Center. 

Further,  any  financial  beneffts  gained 
as  a  result  of  lower  VA  cost  for  VBA 
space,  services,  and/or  income  stream 


from  private  non-VA  development  could 
translate  into  the  funding  of  services  to 
veterans  not  currently  provided  and/or 
enhancing  services  currently  in 
existence. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5504  Filed  3-9-82;  8:45  amj 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act"  (Pub.  L  94-409)  5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(3). 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

The  following  notice  of  meeting  is 
published  pursuant  to  Section  3(a)  of  the 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act  (Pub.  L. 
No.  94-409),  5  U.S.C.  552b: 

DATE  AND  TIME:  March  11, 1992, 10:00 
a.m. 

PLACE:  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Room  9306,  Washington,  DC  20426. 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Agenda. 

Note:  Items  listed  on  the  agenda  may  be 
deleted  without  further  notice. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Lois  D.  Cashell,  Secretary. 
Telephone  (202)  208-0400.  For  a 
recording  listing  items  stricken  from  or 
added  to  the  meeting,  call  (202)  208- 
1627. 

This  is  a  list  of  matters  to  be 
considered  by  the  Commission.  It  does 
not  include  a  listing  of  all  papers 
relevant  to  the  items  on  the  agenda; 
however,  all  public  documents  may  be 
examined  in  the  Reference  and 
Information  Center. 

Consent  Agenda — Hydro,  954th  Meeting — 
March  11, 1992,  Regular  Meeting  (10:00  ajn.) 
CAH-1. 

Project  No.  2709-013,  Monongahela  Power 
Company,  The  Potomac  Edison  Company 
and  West  Penn  Power  Company 
CAH-2. 

Project  Nos.  10897-001  and  10971-000, 
Russell  Canyon  Corporation 
Project  No.  10982-000,  Bryant  Mountain 
Hydroelectric  Associates 
CAH-3. 

Project  No.  8654-016,  Noah  Corp'oration 
CAH-4. 

Project  No.  11116-001,  Town  of  Moreau, 
New  York 

Project  No.  10638-000,  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation 
CAH-5. 

Omitted. 

Consent  Agenda — Electric 
CAE-1. 

Docket  No.  ER92-64-000,  Northeast 
Utilities  Service  Company 
Docket  No.  ER92-66-000,  Western 
Massachusetts  Electric  Company 
CAE-2. 


Docket  No.  ER92-110-000,  PacifiCorp 
Electric  Operations 
CAE-3. 

Docket  Nos.  ER92-122-000  and  ER92-216- 
000,  Mississippi  Power  Company 
CAE-4. 

Docket  No.  ER92-198-000,  Consumers 
Power  Company 
CAE-5. 

Docket  No.  ER91-5S9-000,  Iowa  Southern 
Utilities  Company 
CAE-6. 

Docket  No.  ER92-142-000,  New  York  Power 
Pool 
CAE-7. 

Docket  Nos.  ER92-236-O01  and  EL92-13- 
001,  Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Company 
CAE-8. 

Docket  No.  EL91-56-000,  Houlton  Water 
Company,  Van  Buren  Light  and  Power 
District  and  Eastern  Maine  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.  v.  Maine  Public  Service 
Company 

Consent  Agenda — Oil  and  Gas 
CAG-1. 

Docket  Nos.  CP90-1874-003  and  RP92-95- 
000,  U-T  Offshore  System 
CAG-2. 

Omitted 

CAG-3. 

Docket  No.  RP92-019-000,  Transwestem 
Pipeline  Company 
CAG-4. 

Docket  Nos.  RP91-212-801  and  003, 
Stingray  Pipeline  Company 
CAG-5. 

Docket  No.  RP92-114-000,  Williams 
Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-6. 

Docket  Nos.  CP89-629-014  and  CP90-639- 
006,  et  al,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline 
Company 
CAG-7. 

Docket  No.  PR92-5-000,  Picor  Pipeline 
Company 
CAG-8. 

Omitted 

CAG-9. 

Docket  Nos.  RP92-5-000  and  001,  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-10. 

Docket  Nos.  TA91-1-48-000, 001,  002  and 
RP91-97-000,  ANR  Pipeline  Company 
CAG-11. 

Docket  Nos.  TA90-1-27-000  and  002,  North 
Penn  Gas  Company 
CAG-12. 

Docket  Nos.  TA85-3-29-035,  TA86-1-29- 
012,  TA85-1-29-019,  TA86-5-29-013, 
PJ»83-137-032  and  CP85-190-027, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation 
CAG-13. 

Docket  Nos.  RP91-126-008,  CP91-1669-004, 
CP91-1670-004,  CP91-1671-004,  CP91- 
1672-004,  and  CP91-1676-004,  United 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
CAG-14. 


Docket  No.  RP92-51-001,  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company 
CAG-15. 

Docket  No.  RP89-245-003,  Pauite  Pipeline 
Company 
CAG-16. 

Omitted 

CAG-17. 

Docket  Nos.  RP84-82-005  and  RP92-97-000, 
Tarpon  Transmission  Company 
CAG-18. 

Docket  Nos.  RP9a-137-001, 003  and  RP91- 
56-000,  Williston  Basin  Interstate 
Pipeline  Company 
CAG-19. 

Docket  No.  RP91-161-006,  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation 

Docket  No.  RP91-160-005,  Columbia  Gulf 
Transmission  Company 
CAG-20. 

Docket  No.  RP91-68-013,  Penn-York  Energy 
Corporation 
CAG-21. 

Docket  No.  AC91-23-001.  Arkla  Energy 
Resources,  a  division  of  Arkla,  Inc. 
CAG-22. 

Omitted 

CAG-23. 

Docket  No.  RM91-2-000,  Mechanism  for 
Passthrough  of  Pipeline  Take-or-Pay 
Buyout  and  Buydown  Costs 

Docket  Nos.  RP89-137-(XX)  and  RP89-219- 
000,  RP90-56-000  and  RP90-90-000, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
CAG-24. 

Docket  Nos.  RP91-152-007  and  RP89-183- 
034,  Williams  Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-25. 

Docket  Nos.  RP88-67-052,  053,  RP88-81- 
017,  RP88-221-012,  RP90-119-011,  RP91- 
4-003  and  RP91-119-008,  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-26. 

Docket  No.  RP91-150-002,  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation 
CAG-27. 

Docket  No.  RP91-24-000,  Monterey  Pipeline 
Company 
CAG-28. 

Docket  Nos.  RP85-177-088,  RP88-67-039, 
RP89-255-002,  RP90-119-003  and  CP90- 
2154-000,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation 

Docket  No.  RP90-15-000,  Equitrans,  Inc.  v. 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-29. 

Docket  No.  RP92-68-000,  Vesta  Energy 
Company 
CAG-30. 

Docket  No.  RP91-20-000,  Prairie  Producing 
Company  v.  Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas 
Corporation 
CAG-31. 

Docket  No.  GP92-8-000,  State  Oil  and  Gas 
Board  of  Alabama,  Tight  Formation 
Determination — Alabama-3,  Pottsville 
Series  Sandstones,  FERC  No.  JD91- 
08540T 
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CAG-32. 

Omitted 

CAG-33. 

Docket  No.  CP87-3t2-eil.  Texee  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-34. 

Docket  No.  CP89-1-011,  Mojave  Pipeline 
Company 
CAG-35. 

Docket  No.  CP89-637-007,  ANR  Pipeline 
Company 

Docket  No.  CP90-1726-002.  Great  Lakes 
Gas  Transmission  Limited  Partnerritip 

Docket  No.  CP88-178-004,  Trunkline  Gas 
Company 

Docket  No.  CP89-e3S-004,  CNG 
Transouaaion  Corporation 

Docket  No.  CP90-687-004,  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation 

Docket  No.  CPSO-SOS-OOS,  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-36. 

Docket  Nos.  C3>91-2677-001  and  CP8e-634- 
010,  Iroquois  Gas  Transmission  System, 
LP. 

Docket  Nos.  CP89-620-007  and  CP90-639- 
003,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company 

Dodret  No.  CP80-661-009,  Algonquin  Gas 
Transmission  Company 
CAG-37. 

Docket  Na  CPB5-625-003.  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation 
CAG-3A 

Docket  No.  CP91-2243-001,  Distrigas  of 
Massachusetts  Corporation 
CAG-39. 

Docket  No.  CP90-188-000.  Arkla  Energy 
Resources,  a  division  of  Arkla.  Inc. 

Docket  No.  CPgo-677-000.  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation 

Docket  Nos.  CPgO-680-000  and  001,  Arkla 
Energy  Resources,  a  division  of  Aikla, 
Inc.  a^  Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation 
CAG-40. 

Docket  Na  CP90-1978-000.  Panhandle 
Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 

Docket  No.  CP91-lsa9-O00.  Phillips  86 
Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-41. 

Docket  No.  CP92-78-000.  The  Union  Gas 
Company  of  Arkansas.  Inc. 

CAG-42. 

Docket  No.  CP91-1253-000.  WestGas 
Interstate.  Inc. 

CAG-43. 

Docket  No.  CP90-2110-000.  MIGC,  Inc. 
CAG-44. 

Docket  No.  CP91-29e9-000.  CNG 
Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-45. 

Docket  Na  CP91-1697-000.  Williston  Basin 
Interstate  Pipeline  Company 
CAG-46. 

Docket  Nos.  CP86-492-006.  007  and 
494-002.  Moraine  Pipeline  Company 
CAG-47. 

Dodcet  No.  CP92-259-000.  Sumas 
International  Pipeline  Ina 
CAG-4a 

Docket  No.  RP91-204-002.  East  Tennessee 
Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-48. 

Docket  No.  RM83-47-00a  PetiUon  of  the 
Process  Gas  Consumers  Group  and  The 
American  Iron  and  Steel  Institute  for  the 


Institution  of  Rulemaking  Proceedings  to 
Investigate  and  Establish  Rules  Relating 
to  the  Importation  of  Natural  Gas 
Docket  No.  RM83-54-000.  Petition  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana  Requesting  Re- 
Evaination  of  Policy  Requiring  Rate  Base 
Treatment  of  Prepayments  Made  Under 
Take-or-Pay  Contracts 
Docket  No.  RM84-10-000,  Market  Ordering 
Conditions  in  Certificates  Issued  Under 
18  CF.R.  Parts  1S7  and  284 
Docket  No.  RMS5-1-175,  Regulation  of 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  After  Partial 
Welliwad  Decontrol 

Docket  No.  RM86-10-0a0,  Procedwes  for 
Pipeline  Recovery  of  Take-or-Pay 
Payasents,  Take-w-Pay  Buyouts  and 
Contract  Reformation  Costs 
Docket  No.  RM88-2-000,  Generic  Approach 
to  Affiliated  Entities  Test 
Docket  No.  RM86-20-000,  Five-Year  Take- 
or-Pay  Make-up  Provisions  in  Natural 
Gas  Producer  Pipeline  Contracts 
Docket  Na  RM88-^M>-000,  Rulemaking  to 
Amend  18  C.F.R.  §S  154.38  and  20131(bj 
Docket  Na  RM86-24-000,  In  the  Matter  of 
Natural  Gas  Supply  Association 
Docket  Na  RM89^-0Q0,  Petition  of  the 
Process  Gas  Ckmsumers  Group,  et  ai  for 
Rulemaking  on  Cost  Allocation  and  Rate 
Design 

Docket  No.  RM89-11-000,  Petition  of  the 
Producer  Associations  for  Statement 
Policy  on  Rate  Design 
CAG-50. 

Docket  No.  CP92-217-001.  Texas-Ohio 
Pipeline,  Inc. 

Hydro  Agenda 
H-1. 

Project  No.  10896-001,  City  of  Danville. 
Virginia.  Order  on  r^iearing. 

H-2. 

Omitted 

H-3. 

Project  No.  10047-000,  Northern  Hydro 
Consultants,  Inc. 

Project  No.  10514-000,  CftA  Wallcoverings. 
Ina  Order  on  mimu  license  and 
competing  license  applicatim. 

Electric  Agenda 
E-1. 

Omitted 

E-2. 

Docket  No.  EC92-8-000,  Public  Service 
Company  of  Colorado.  Order  on 
application  for  acquisition  of  jurisdiction 
facilities 

Miscellaneous  Agenda 
M-1. 

Docket  No.  PL92-1-000,  Incentive 
Ratemaking  for  Interstate  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  and  Electric  Utilities 
M-2. 

Docket  No.  RM91-10-000,  Regulations 
Governing  Ex  Parte 

Oil  and  Gas  Agenda 

/.  Pipeline  Rate  Matters 
PR-1. 

Omitted 

11.  Producer  Matters 
PF-1. 


Docket  Na  GP91-lS-00a  Philfips 
Petroleum  Company  and  Marathon  Oil 
Company.  Declaratory  order 

HI.  Pipeline  Certificate  Matters 

PC-l. 

Docket  No.  RM92-2-000,  Vehicular  Natural 
Gas  Sales.  Notice  of  proposed  regulatory 
treatment  of  sales  for  resale  of  natural 
gas  used  as  a  feel  for  vehicles 
Dated:  March  4, 1992. 

Lois  D.  GaahaH. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5687  Filed  3-«-82: 6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  S717-«1-ll 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

To  Hold  Open  Commission  Meeting. 
Thursday,  March  12, 1992 

The  Federal  Communications 
Commission  will  hold  an  Open  Meeting 
on  the  subjects  listed  below  on 
Thursday,  March  12, 1992,  which  is 
scheduled  to  commence  at  9:30  a.m.,  in 
Room  856,  at  1919  M  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  DC. 

Item  No.,  Bureau,  and  Subject 

1 —  Common  Gamer — ^Title:  Amendment  of 
Part  22  of  the  Commission's  Rules  to 
provide  for  filing  and  processing  of 
applications  for  unserved  areas  in  the 
Cellular  Service  and  to  modify  other 
cellular  rules  (CC  Docket  Na  90-6]. 
Summary:  The  Commission  will  consider 
adoption  of  a  Second  Report  and  Order 
concerning  a  new  method  for  determining 
the  boundaries  of  Cellular  Geographic 
Service  Areas  (CGSAs).  The  Commission 
will  also  consider  allowing  celluiar 
licensees  to  expand  their  CGSAs  within 
their  maikets  during  the  five  year  fiU-in 
period  without  prior  anthorizahon. 

2— ^onunon  Carrier.  Office  of  International 
Communications — Title;  Permissible 
Services  of  U.S.-Licensed  International 
Communications  Satellite  Systems 
Separate  foom  the  International 
Telecommuoicatians  Satellite  Organization 
(INTELSAT).  Summary:  The  Commission 
will  consider  adoption  of  an  Order 
conceming  the  pomissible  sci^  of 
services  provide  over  U.S.-licenBed 
separate  mtemational  satellite  systems 
consistent  with  the  November  27.  t99L 
Executive  Branch  policy  determination. 

3 —  Common  Carrier— Title:  Policies  and 
Rules  Conceming  Local  Exchange  Carrier 
Validation  imd  ^ing  Information  far  joint 
Use  Calling  Cards  (CC  Docket  No.  91-115). 
Summary:  Tim  Commission  will  consider 
adoption  of  a  Report  and  Order  and 
Request  for  Supplemental  Comment 
regarding  the  handling  of  credit  card  calls. 

4 —  Common  Carrier — ^Title;  Billed  Party 
Preference  for  0-(-  brterlATA  Calls. 
Summary:  The  Commission  will  consider 
adoption  of  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  concerning  a  petition  filed  by  Bell 
Atlantic  regarding  TMlled  party 
preference"  routiag  for  certain  operator- 
assisted  calls. 


Federal  Rejpster  /  Vol.  57,  No.  47  f  Tuesday,  March  10,  1992  f  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


8517 


5 —  Mass  Media — ^Title:  Review  of  the 
Commission's  Regulations  and  Policies 
Affecting  Investment  in  the  Broadcast 
Industry.  Summary:  The  Commission  will 
consider  adoption  of  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  and  Notice  of  Inquiry 
concerning  capital  formation  and 
investment  in  the  broadcast  industry. 

6—  Mass  Media — ^Title:  Revision  of  Radio 
Rules  and  Policies  (MM  Docket  No.  91- 
140).  Summary:  The  Commission  will 
consider  adoption  of  a  Report  and  C'der 
revising  its  national  and  local  ownership 
rules  governing  radio,  as  well  as  its  policies 
regarding  time  brokerage  and  other  joint 
ventures  among  radio  stations. 

7 —  General  Counsel — ^Title:  Reexamination  of 
the  Policy  Statement  on  Broadcast 
Comparative  Hearings  (RM-7739,  RM-7740, 
and  RM-7741).  Summary:  The  Commission 
will  consider  adoption  of  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  that  reexamines  the 
1965  Broadcast  Comparative  Hearing 
Policy  Statement  and  the  broadcast 
comparative  criteria. 

Issued  March  5, 1992. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Donna  R.  Searcy, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5723  Filed  3-6-92;  2:35  pm] 

BILUNO  CODE  6712-01-M 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting 
Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b],  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
at  9:05  a.m.  on  Thursday,  March  5, 1992, 
the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  met  in 
closed  session  to  consider  a  proposed 
settlement  of  litigation  relating  to 
Michael  R.  Milken  and  other  individuals. 

In  calling  the  meeting,  the  Board 
determined,  on  motion  of  Director  C.C. 
Hope,  Jr.  (Appointive),  seconded  by 
Director  T,  Timothy  Ryan,  Jr.,  Director 
(Office  of  Thrift  Supervision],  concurred 
in  by  Vice  Chairman  Andrew  C.  Hove, 

Jr.,  Director  Stephen  R.  Steinbrink 
(Acting  Comptroller  of  the  Currency], 
and  Chairman  William  Taylor,  that 
Corporation  business  required  its 
consideration  of  the  matter  on  less  than 
seven  days’  notice  to  the  public;  that  no 
earlier  notice  of  the  meeting  was 
practicable;  that  the  public  interest  did 
not  require  consideration  of  the  matter 
in  a  meeting  open  to  public  observation; 
and  that  the  matter  could  be  considered 
in  a  closed  meeting  by  authority  of 
subsections  (c](2],  (c](6],  (c](9](B],  and 
(c](10]  of  the  "Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(c](2],  (c](6], 
(c](9](B].  and  (c](10]]. 

The  meeting  was  held  in  the  Board 
Room  of  the  FDIC  Building  located  at 
550 — 17th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 

D.C. 


Dated:  March  6, 1992. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Robert  E.  Feldman, 

Deputy  Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5700  Filed  3-6-92;  12:35  pm] 

BILUNO  CODE  e714-(Mi 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  NUMBER:  92-5308. 
PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  DATE  AND  'HME: 
Thursday,  March  12, 1992, 10:00  a.m.. 
Meeting  Open  to  the  Public. 

THE  FOLLOWING  ITEMS  ARE  ADDED  TO 
THE  agenda: 

Future  Meetings 

Advisory  Opinion  1991-32:  Mr.  Michael  G. 
Massey  on  behalf  of  CEC,  Inc.  (continued 
from  meeting  of  March  5, 1992] 

Application  of  26  U.S.C.  S  9033(c)  and  11 
C.F.R.  §§  9033.5(b)  and  g033.8(b)  to  the 
Utah  Democratic  Presidential  Primary 
Legislative  Recommendations — 1992 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Mr.  Fred  Eiland,  Press  Officer, 

Telephone:  (202]  219-4155. 

Delores  Harris, 

Administrative  Assistant,  Office  of  the 
Secretariat. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5662  Filed  3-6-92;  10:40  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  e71S-01-M 

BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
RESERVE  SYSTEM 

TIME  AND  DATE:  11:00  a.m.,  Monday, 
March  16, 1992. 

PLACE:  Marriner  S.  Eccles  Federal 
Reserve  Board  Building,  C  Street 
entrance  between  20th  and  21st  Streets, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
status:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Proposals  regarding  a  Federal  Reserve 
Bank's  renovation  project. 

2.  Personnel  actions  (appointments, 
promotions,  assignments,  reassignments,  and 
salary  actions)  involving  individual  Federal 
Reserve  System  employees. 

3.  Any  items  carried  forward  from  a 
previously  aimounced  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
iNFORMA'nON:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne, 
Assistant  to  the  Board;  (202]  452-3204. 
You  may  call  (202]  452-3207,  beginning 
at  approximately  5  p.m.  two  business 
days  before  this  meeting,  for  a  recorded 
announcement  of  bank  and  bank 
holding  company  applications  scheduled 
for  the  meeting. 

Dated:  March  6, 1992. 

Jennifer  J.  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5732  Filed  3-6-92;  3:57  p.m.J 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
DATS:  Weeks  of  March  9, 16,  23  and  30^ 
1992. 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room,  11555  Rockville  Pike,  Rockville, 
Maryland. 

STATUS:  Open  eind  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Week  of  March  9 

Tuesday,  March  10 
1:00  p.m. 

Briefing  on  Pending  Investigations 
(Closed — Ex.  5  and  7) 

2:00  p.m. 

Briefing  on  Risk-Based  Regulations 
Transition  Strategy  (Public  Meeting) 

Wednesday,  March  11 
9:00  a.m. 

Briefing  on  Rulemaking  Process  for 
Developing  Residual  Radioactivity 
Standards  for  Decommissioning  (Public 
Meeting) 

10:30  a.m. 

Affirmation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting]  (if  needed) 

1:30  p.m. 

Brieffng  on  Requirements  for  Integral 
System  Testing  of  Westinghouse  AP-600 
(Public  Meeting) 

Week  of  March  16— Tentative 

Tuesday,  March  17 
8:30  a.m. 

Discussion  of  Readiness  to  Restart  of  the 
General  Atomics-Sequoyah  Fuels  Facility 
(Public  Meeting) 

2:00  p.m. 

Briefing  on  Activities  of  the  Center  for 
Nuclear  Waste  Regulatory  Analysis 
(CNWRA)  (Public  Meeting) 

Thursday,  March  19 
11:30  a.m. 

Affirmation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting)  (if  needed] 

Week  of  March  23 — ^Tentative 

Wednesday,  March  25 
10:00  a.m. 

Aimual  Briefing  on  Medical  Use  of 
Byproduct  Material  (Public  Meeting) 

11:30  a.m. 

Afffrmation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting]  (if  needed) 

Week  of  March  30— Tentative 

Thursday,  April  2 
3:30  p.m. 

Affirmation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting)  (if  needed) 

Friday,  April  3 
lOKX)  a.m. 

Briefing  by  ABB/CE  on  Status  of  System 
80-1-  Application  for  Design  Certiff cation 
(Public  Meeting) 

Note:  Affirmation  sessions  are  initially 
scheduled  and  announced  to  the  public  on  a 
time-reserved  basis.  Supplementary  notice  is 
provided  in  accordance  with  the  Sunshine 
Act  as  speciffc  items  are  identiffed  and  added 
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to  the  meeting  agenda.  If  there  is  no  specific 
subject  listed  for  affirmation,  this  means  that 
no  item  has  as  yet  been  identified  as 
requiring  any  Commission  vote  on  this  date. 

To  Verify  the  Status  of  Meeting  Call 
(Recording)— (301)  504-1292. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  William  Hill  (301)  504- 
1661. 

Dated:  March  5, 1992. 

William  M.  Hill,  (r.. 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-5716  Filed  3-6-92;  2:09  pm] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  editorial  corrections  of  previously 
published  Presidential,  Rule,  Proposed 
Rule,  and  Notice  do^ments.  These 
corrections  are  prepared  by  the  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register.  Agency  prepared 
corrections  are  issued  as  sigrted 
documents  and  appear  in  the  appropriate 
document  categories  elsewhere  in  the 
issue. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Pianning  and 
Deveiopment 

24  CFR  Part  570 

[Docket  No.  R-92-1549;  FR-2943-P-01] 

Community  Deveiopment  Biock  Grant 
Funded  Code  Enforcement 

Correction 

In  proposed  rule  document  92-2298 
begirming  on  page  3971,  in  the  issue  of 
Monday,  February  3. 1992,  make  the 
following  correction: 

On  page  3972,  in  the  first  column,  in 
the  DATES  section,  "March  3, 1992.” 
should  read  “April  3, 1992.”. 

KLUNO  COOe  1SOM1-0 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing-Federal  Housing 
Commissioner 

[Docket  No.  N-92-3339;  FR-3136-N-01] 

NOFA  for  the  Operating  Assistance 
and  Capital  Improvement  Loan 
Components  Under  the  Flexible 
Subsidy  Program 

Correction 

In  notice  document  92-3724  beginning 
on  page  5948,  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday, 
February  18, 1992,  make  the  following 
correction: 

On  page  5948,  in  the  first  column,  in 
the  DATES  section,  in  the  fourth  line, 
“April  3, 1991”  should  read  “April  3, 
1992”. 

miUNQ  CODE  1S0S.O14 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement 

Notice  of  Intent  To  Prepare  a  New  or 
Supplemental  Environmental  impact 
Statement  for  Approval  of  State  and 
Tribal  Reclamation  Program  Grants 
Under  Title  IV  of  the  Surface  Mining 
Control  and  Reclamation  Act  of  1977 

Correction 

In  notice  document  92-4487  beginning 
on  page  6737  in  the  issue  of  Thursday, 


February  27, 1992,  make  the  following 
correction: 

On  page  6738,  in  the  second  column, 
in  the  second  full  paragraph,  the  third 
line  should  read  “environmental 
assessments  prepared  in  support  of 
AML  grants,  a  more  comprehensive”. 

WLLMO  CODE  1S06-01-0 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  2 

RIN  3150-AD97 

Policy  and  Procedure  for  Enforcement 
Actions;  Policy  Statement 

Correction 

In  rule  document  92-3604  beginning  on 
page  5791  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday, 
February  18, 1992,  make  the  following 
corrections: 

1.  On  page  5800,  in  the  first  column, 
after  the  first  full  paragraph,  insert  the 
letter  “ZT”  before  the  word  “Violations". 

2.  On  page  5802,  in  the  table,  in  the 
third  column,  under  “Safeguards”the  " 
dotted  line”  should  be  set  as  a  “dash”. 

3.  On  page  5814,  in  the  second  column, 
in  the  sixth  paragraph,  in  the  first  line, 
“B.  Severity  ***”  should  read  “C. 
Severity  ***”. 

MLLINO  COOE  1SOM1-0 


